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THE MINOR WORRIES OF LIFE! 


Why keep your Letters and Papers in a chronic state of confusion 
when you can have them in a Single Box or Drawer under the 
simplest possible arrangement in perfect order ? 





FREEMAN & SON, Sotrcrrors, 7, Foster-Lane, E.C.—* The ‘ Ceres’ Files are quite 
the best for a lawyer’s office. The facilities they afford are not to be found in any other 


IRWIN E. B. COX, Eso., M.P.—‘Am transferring all my papers to your Files, 
thereby releasing a whole room which was one mass of pigeon holes.’ Subsequently : 
“The Writing Table is all I can desire.” 





CALL AND INSPECT THE CERES SYSTEM OR SEND POSTCARD FOR FULLY 
ILLUSTRATED EXPLANATORY PAMPHLET, POST-FREE, 


THE CERES DEPOT, 
10, JOHN STREET, ADELPHI, W.C. 
(Opposite the Society of Arts and two minutes from Charing Cross). 








THE OLDEST & WEALTHIEST EXISTING MORTGAGE INSURANOE OFFIOE. 


THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED. 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - £1,000,000. PAID-UP - £100,000. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 
BonDs, MORTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
INSURANCE. TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &C. 





HEAD OFFICE: 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-street, E.C. 
IHPOREAE? TO SOLICITORS 


xX g LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 





LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E. Cc. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 








ESTABLISHED 1836. 


= 





FUNDS : - - - - £ 3,000,000 
INCOME - - += = = £390,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - - £1,000,000 


BUSINESS IN FORCE - - £ 11,700,000 





THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 


Wrrnovur Prorirts. 
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*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not an 
the regular staff of the JOURNAL. 
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CURRENT TOPICS, 


Everyone will learn with regret that Mr. Justice Wricur, 
who recently had a severe bereavement, has been ordered to 
obtain rest and change of scene; and he is to leave town on 
Saturday next for a tour on the Continent. Mr. Justice CozEns- 
Harpy will take company matters during his absence. 





On Wepnespay last Mr. Justice Bucktzy announced that so 
many of the Common Law judges were now in town that it 
would not be possible after the present week to find a court for 
his sitting in the building. He would therefore sit next week 
at the Old Hall in Lincoln’s-inn, and this would probably 
continue for some short time. As he would not have access to a 
library, he should be glad if counsel having cases before him 
could, if possible, arrange so as to have spare copies of the 
books referred to for his use. 





Lorp Justice VaveHan WIttiAms, somewhat to our sur- 


prise, is reported to have remarked at the dinner of the 


irmingham Law Students’ Society that “the Court of Appeal 


The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 





Age | Premium | 
20 | £17 8°, 


] Age Premium Age | ® Premium 


|— 
30 | £116 7 40 | £2 £2. 10 le 














£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c.:—Hm. Table of Mortality. 


Duration 


Amount of Policy 


| 10 yrs. 


20 yrs. 30 yrs. 
£1,199 | $1,438 | £1,724 | £2, 


ge 
£2,067 | 





Next Bonus as at 3lst December, 1901. 





OFFICES: 10, 


FLEET STREET, LONDON. 





‘| Cambridge undergrad 


was a dull place.” Now, to the profession, the division of the 
Court of ppeal in which the learned speaker is si 
(especially when a certain Lord Justice is one of his colleagues 
is usually one of the most lively of courts. It is quite a popular 
place of resort for the members of the bar who have time to act 
as spectators. ‘aml declare that there is no place like it for con- 
flict of opinion, ex with—well, a deal of frankness. 
We think that an Trertent part of the learned Lord Justice's 
observation must have been missed by the reporter, and that 
what he meant to say was that the Court of Appeal, when con- 
stituted of judges with whose views of the law he found himesit 
in unison, was ‘‘a dull place.” Under those cireumstances he 
very naturally misses the refreshing stimulus of animated 
judicial controversy. 





Ir 1s satisfactory to learn that the Home has been 
advised that there was no evidence to justify the convictions of 
uates for felony. Apparently the Law 





Officers took the same view of the matter. as was taken in these, 
at 
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columns last week. Her Majesty has accordingly been advised 
to grant the young mena free pardon. There has been some 
doubt expressed as to the precise effect of a free pardon. 
A conviction for felony imposes various disabilities on the 
person convicted ; for example, by section 14 of 33 & 34 Vict. 
c. 29, it is provided that “every person convicted of felony 
shall for ever be disqualified from selling spirits by retail.” 
Does a free pardon remove this disqualification and allow the 
person convicted to hold a licence? This question was con- 
sidered by the Queen’s Bench Division in Hay v. Tower Division 
Justices (39 W. R. 414; 24 Q. B. D. 561), and the effect of a 
free pardon was defined. The difficulty arises in part from 
9 Geo. 4, c. 32, s. 3, which provides that where a person has 
been convicted of felony and has endured the punishment 
awarded, the punishment so endured shall have the like 
effect and consequence as a pardon. This seems to suggest 
(what sounds absurd) that one who has served his punish- 
ment is in the same position exactly as one who has 
obtained a pardon, and undoubtedly some of the statutes 
on the subject are hard to reconcile. The law, however, 
as laid down in the case above mentioned, may be thus 
stated: Where a person has been convicted and has endured 
his punishment, many disqualifications are removed; for 
example, he may be elected a Member of Parliament, but the 
conviction recorded against him stands as a fact, and has 
certain consequences. One of these consequences is that he is 
“for ever” forbidden to hold a licence to sell spirits. When, 
however, a person is convicted and Her Majesty grants him a 
free pardon, the pardon wipes out the conviction entirely, and 
puts the person in the position of never having had a conviction 
recorded against him at all. In the words of Hawkins, J., 
‘“‘directly the crime of which a man has been convicted is 
pardoned, he is absolved, not only from the punishment 
inflicted upon him by the judge who pronounced sentence, but 
from all penal consequences. I cannot believe that it 
was the intention of the Legislature that if a man had the great 
misfortune to be wrongly convicted, and was pardoned on the 
ground that the conviction was wrong, the Queen’s pardon, 
although absolving him from the pains of imprisonment, 
should nevertheless leave him to suffer the penal effect 
of his conviction by being prevented, in future, from 
following his avocation, notwithstanding the rectification 
of the error which had occurred.” It was held, therefore, 
that the appellant, having been pardoned, was no longer dis- 
qualified from holding a licence, and it is now plain that a pardon 
entirely blots out the conviction and removes with it all possible 
legal consequences. The Cambridge undergraduates, therefore, 
may feel confidence that their “felony ”’ and all its consequences 
have entirely disappeared. 





Tue Finance Bill contains several proposals for the amend- 
ment of the law relating to estate duty. The principle 
established by Attorney-General v. Beech (47 W. R. 257; 1899, 
A. C. 53), that a surrender of a life estate by the life tenant to 
the remainderman more than twelve months before the death of 
the life tenant prevented duty from attaching on that death, is, 
spparently, admitted to be reasonable, and no attempt is made 
to interfere with it. But in <Attorney-General v. De Preville 
(48 W. BR. 153) this principle was extended, on questionable 

ds, to the case of a surrender within twelve months of 

eath, and this decision clause 10 of the Finance Bill proposes 
to overrule. The clause enacts that in the case of persons 
dying after the 31st of March, 1900, property in which the 
deceased had a life interest shall, for the purpose of the Finance 
Act, 1894, he deemed to pass on the death of the deceased, 
notwithstanding a surrender, whether for value or not, to the 
remainderman, unless the surrender was bond fide made twelve 
months before the death of the deceased, and bond fide possession 
and enjoyment of the property was assumed immediately upon 
the surrender, and thenceforward retained to the entire exclusion 
of the former tenant for life, and of any benefit to him by 
contract or otherwise. The provisions of clause 11 embody the 
recommendations of a Parliamentary Committee which was 
Sppointed last October to consider certain questions arising with 
to the aggregation of property under section 4 of the 

Finance Act, 1894, for the purposes of duty. Under that section 


all pro passing on the death of the deceased, in respect 
of which estate duty is leviable, is aggregated so as to form one 
estate, and the rate of duty is fixed accordingly ; but a proviso to 
the section excluded from the aggregation property so passing in 
which the deceased never had an interest, and also property 
which, under a disposition not made by the deceased, passed 
immediately on the death of the deceased to some person other 
than the wife or husband or a lineal ancestor or lineal descendant 
of the deceased. The second head of exclusion it is now proposed 
to repeal, and aggregation will take place in all cases to which 
section 4 applies, except only as to property in which the 
deceased never had an interest. The second part of clause 11 
provides, in accordance with the recommendations of the com- 
mittee, for a remission of a certain part of the estate duty in 
cases where a heavier burden is cast on settled property by 
reason of the settlor having died before the commencement of 
the Act of 1894, so that advantage cannot be taken of section 5 
(2). In such cases it is proposed that the aggregation upon the 
death of the tenant for life shall not operate to enhance the rate 
of duty payable either on the settled property or upon any other 
property passing on such death by more than 4 per cent. in 
excess of the rate which the settled estate by itself would pay. 
It has been estimated that the Revenue will gain £40,000 a year 
by the first of these changes and lose about the same amount by 
the second. Sir Atserr Roxzir has given notice to insert also 
a clause providing for the duty in respect of real estate sold 
under a trust or power of sale attaching on the proceeds of sale 
instead of the land. Such a clause, which only reproduces the 
opinion of the law formerly held by the Revenue authorities, 
would terminate the controversy to which we have frequently 
referred in these columns, and would confer a great boon on 
purchasers. 





Tue case of Stock v. Meakin, in the Court of Appeal on the 
19th inst., decided a question of importance in conveyanc- 
ing and local government law. Charges in favour of local 
authorities upon premises fronting upon streets and roads in 
respect of moneys expended by the local authority for works of 
paving, sewering, and the like, have become increasingly 
common in recent years. The question at issue in Stock v. 
Meakin was as tothe date at which such a charge (under the 
Private Street Works Act, 1892) takes effect, and as to the con- 
sequences of such a charge where the premises are the subject of a 
contract of purchase or sale free from incumbrances. The pro- 
cedure under that Act is shortly as follows: The local authority 
first make an estimate of the expense of the work, and the 
estimated amount is apportioned among the frontagers ; oppor 
tunity for objection is given to them, and after the objections 
(if any) have been disposed of (and subject to any alterations 
made in consequence of the objections) the work is done by the 
local authority and the actual expenses are apportioned amongst 
the same persons, and in the same proportions, as shewn 
by the provisional apportionment; and there is a further 
opportunity for objection if any error is made in such 
apportionment. By section 13, the premises included in the 
final apportionment are to stand charged ‘‘with the sum 
finally apportioned on them, or, if objection has heen made 
against the final apportionment, with the sum determined to be 
due as from the date of the final apportionment, with interest 
at the rate of £4 per cent. per annum.” In Stock v Meakin the 
provisional apportionment was made prior to April, 1898, and 
the works were completed in the following July. In October, 
1898, the defendant, the then owner, contracted to sell the 
premises to the plaintiff free from incumbrances; and of 
the 22nd of November, 1898, the conyeyance was executed, the 
defendant conveying 9s beneficial owner. The final appor- 
tionment was made on the 29th of November, and the plaintiff 
was obliged to pay his apportioned share. This sum he 
sought to recover in the action. The defence was that there 
was no charge on the premises guti] the final apportionment was 
made—viz., until after the property had passed to the plaintiff. 
Kexewicn, J., and the Court of Appeal, decided against this 
view. ‘The charge under section 13 is to have the like effect a9 
a charge under aection 257 of the Public Health Act, 1875. In 
cases to which that Act applies the procedure to be followed is 





that laid down by section 150 of that Act, and it is clear upon 
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—__ , 
these sections and the decision in Re Bettesworth v. Richer 


(36 W. R. 544, 37 Ch. D. 535) that that charge becomes 

rative upon the completion of the works, although the 
exact amount of the charge cannot be ascertained until 
the final apportionment is made. The Act of 1892, where 
it has been adopted, supersedes section 150 of the Act of 1875, 
and the procedure differs considerably. But so far as regards 
the charge, the operation of the two Acts is the same: the 
charge takes effect on the completion of the works, and the 
words above cited from section 13 only provide that the amount 
of the charge is to be fixed by the final apportionment, and that 
the interest is to run from the date of that apportionment. The 
result, under the circumstances disclosed in Stock v. Meakin, was 
that the incumbrance subsisted at the date of the conveyance, 
and the vendor was bound by his contract and his conveyance 
to clear it off. 





Tue Eerrect of a devise of freeholds simpliciter to A., but, 
should she die without child or children, to B., appears to have 
only recently, for the first time, received judicial interpretation. 
Strange as it may appear in the case of a phrase which might 
reasonably have been thought to be of somewhat frequent 
occurrence, the researches of counsel had only been able to 
produce three cases at all material upon the point, and none of 
them could be accepted as conclusive. In the first of them, 
Bacon v. Cosby (4 De G. & Sm. 261), a testator who died in 
1838, the father of two daughters, who were his only children, 
gave his estate equally between them, and directed that 
the portion of his daughter A. should devolve, in case of 
her dying without children, to his daughter B. and her 
children. A. was married at the date of the will, but had 
no children. B. was at that time married, and had two 
children. A. died in 1850 without ever having had a child, and 
it was held that she was entitled to an estate tail in the real 
estate, and was absolutely entitled to the personalty. The case 
is somewhat meagrely reported, and Kyicut- Bruce, V.C., 
appears to have read “die without children” as equivalent to 
“die without issue,’’ and to have relied upon a ‘‘ whole course 
of decisions” prior to the Wills Act. In Jeffreys v. Connor (28 
Beay. 328), the second of the above-mentioned three cases, the 
testator gave certain property to his son and niece, and directed 
that if his son should “die without having any child or 
children” the whole of the property should go to his daughter 
and niet® equally; and that if his son and daughter should 
“die without any child or children” then the whole property 
should go to his niece, and Lord Romitiy, M.R., held that 
the words in the first clause must be construed as equivalent to 
“die without having had any child or children,” but that the 
words in the second clause meant “die without any child or 
children living at the death.” The last of the above-mentioned 
three cases was Hambleton v. Hambleton, which appears to be only 
reported, and that very briefly, in the Weekly Notes, 1884, at 
p. 157, and hardly to have been argued. The devise in that 
case was to the testator’s two sons A. and B., share and share 
alike, on their attaining the age of twenty-five years, and in 
case either should die without children, then the whole to the 
other, and if both should die without children, then to a 
daughter or her children, but if all the testator’s said children 
should die without children who should attain the age of 
twenty-five years, then over. A. having attained twenty-five, 
and having a child, claimed to be absolutely entitled to one 
moiety of the estate, and Bacon, V.C., decided in his favour. 
Reliance was, however, placed by A.’s counsel on White v. Hight 
(12 Ch. D. 751), and this case has since been overruled by 
Slattery v. Ball (37 W. R. 87; L, R. 40 Oh. D. 11). Under 
these circumstances, Byrnz, J., in the case of Pickard v. Booth, 
heard on the 20th inst., treated the effect of a devise of freeholds 
as above “‘ to A., but, should she die without child or children, 
to B,” as practically uncovered by authority, and decided 
that A. was absolutely entitled to the property, subject to an 
executory gift over in favour of B. in the event of A. not 
having any child who should survive her or attain twenty-one 
in her lifetime, the latter qualification being made with reference 
to section 10 of the Conveyancing Act, 1882. The testator in 
Pickard v. Booth had died in 1897. A. was not married at the 
date of his will, but was married before his death. The first 





child of the marriage was born in 1899, and it was contended, 
but unsuccessfully, on A.’s behalf, that, inasmuch as she had 
now a child, it would be impossible for her to die “ without 
child or children.”” The decision would appear not only to be 
in accordance with the natural or common parlance of such a 

hrase, but in strict analogy with section 29 of the Wills Act, 
“= which the expression ‘“‘die without issue” is now to be 
construed, unless the contrary appears, as equivalent to “ die 
without leaving issue.” 





In THE casE of Powell v, Main Colliery Co. ( Limited) the Court of 
Appeal have decided an important point under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1897—viz., as to the meaning of the expres- 
sion “claim for compensation” in section 2 (1) of the Act. 
That section provides that proceedings for the recovery of 
compensation for injury ‘‘shall not be maintainable unless 
notice of the accident has been given as soon as practicable 
after the happening thereof and unless the claim 
for compensation with respect to such accident has been 
made within six months from the occurrence of the accident 
causing the injury, or, in case of death, within six months 
from the time of death.” In the case under discussion 
a workman was injured on the 21st of December, 1898, by an 
accident of a nature to which the Act applies. On the 2nd of 
May, 1899, he sent a notice claiming compensation to the 
employers. On the 4th of October, 1899, he filed a request for 
arbitration in accordance with the Workmen’s Compensation 
Rules, 1898. Thus the notice that compensation was claimed 
was given within the six months’ period, while the request 
for arbitration — which is the initial step in proceedings 
to have the amount of compensation ascertained — was 
made after that period had expired. A majority of 
the Court (A. L. Smrra and Corts, LJJ.) held that 
the ‘“‘claim for compensation” was out of time, Romer, LJ., 
being of the contrary opinion. There is an unfortunate want 
of precision in the language of the Act as to this time limit. 
It is obviously desirable, and was no doubt intended, that there 
should be some limit to the time within which steps must be 
taken to bring the matter of the claim before the tribunal which 
is to decide it. If the expression ‘‘ claim for compensation ” in 
section 2 (1) means nothing more than that a notice is to be 
given that a claim will at some time be made, the ay is 
left in the unsatisfactory position of having the claim hanging 
over him for an indefinite period ; for the Act and rules do not 
——- any machinery for enabling the employer himself to 

ring matters to an issue by filing a request for arbitration, and 
if the claim for compensation means no more than this, it would 
seem to be a useless addition to the notice of injury which the 
same section requires to be given as soon as practicable. But, 
on the other hand, the section does not in terms require the 
sages for arbitration to be initiated within the six months, 

ut merely the claim to be made, The previous section, however, 
(section 1 (4) ) refers to ‘‘ the time hereinafter in this Act limited 
for taking proceedings” ; and as section 2 (1) is the only provision 
of the Act which imposes a time limit, it is very reasonable to 
construe the words “claim for compensation” in that section 
as referring to a commencement, by claim, of proceedings which 
will result in a judicial determination—an invocation, in fact, 
of the proper tribunal, not a mere expression of the intention 
to invoke it. This is the view taken by A. L. Surrn and 
Cotuins, L.JJ.; Romer, L.J., considered that the words of 
section 2 (1) were satisfied by the notice of claim, and he 
declined to give to those words any import other than their 
strict literal meaning. In view of the importance of the 
decision, it will probably be carried to the House of Lords. 





WE nz: from time to time asked to attempt to solve knotty 
legal problems propounded by correspondents, but if the 
practice of referring such points to “the opinion of the chief 
law papers,” which appears to have been —— in the case 
mentioned in a letter printed elsewhere, shoul spread, & new 
terror will be added to those already pressing on the conductors 
of legal journals. In this case, however, the poiat 
is one which arises from a rather common misap 
hension, and it may be useful to deal with it. In 1896 
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A. and B., who were husband and wife, advanced money to O. 
on a mortgage in fee simple, which empowered the money to be 
paid “out of moneys belonging to them on a joint account.” 
The mortgagor has sold the property—that is, as we understand 
the letter, the whole property comprised in the mortgage— 
and A. and B. join in the conveyance to convey the legal 
estate discharged from the mortgage; their mortgage being, 
of course, me off out of the purchase-money. The question 
is whether the conveyance must be acknowledged by B., the 
wife. We think it need not be acknowledged. We do not 
see any reason to suppose that the fact that an implied 
joint account clause is contained in the mortgage renders 
the decision in Re Brooke and Fremlin’s Contract (46 W. R. 442; 
1898, 1 Ch. 647) inapplicable. For even if, on inquiry, it was 
found that the married woman was a trustee of the mortgage 
security, she would not be, properly speaking, a trustee of the 
land mortgaged, but only of the money secured thereon, for 
which she can, with her co-trustee, give a good receipt (section 
24 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882). But even if 
she is to be considered a trustee of the mortgaged land for the 
persons beneficially interested in the mortgage money, yet on 
payment of principal, interest, and costs, she ceases to be such 
trustee and becomes a bare trustee of the land for the mortgagor 
or his assigns, and under section 16 of the Trustee Act, 1893, 
can convey it as if she were a feme sole. 








GIFTS OF CONSUMABLE ARTICLES TO PERSONS IN 
SUCCESSION. 


‘¢‘OricInALLY,” says Sir Wriu1am Grant in his luminous judg- 
ment in Randall v. Russell (3 Mer., at p. 195), “we know that 
by our law there could be no limitation over of a chattel, but 
that a gift for life carried the absolute interest. Then a dis- 
tinction was taken between the use and the property. The use 
might be given to one for life and the property afterwards to 
another. A gift for life of a chattel is now [1817] construed to 
be a gift of the usufruct only.” 

But, as that eminent judge pointed out, the abolition of the old 
rule does not affect cases where the use and the property can 
have no separate existence—that is, gifts of things quae ipso usu 
consumuntur. As to them the old rule prevails that a limitation 
over after a life interest is ineffectual. That this doctrine had 
not been clearly settled before Randall vy. Russell appears from 
the remark of Sir W11114m Grant’s predecessor, Lord ALVANLEY, 
in Porter v. Tournay (3 Ves., at p. 314) that “there has been 
great doubt among judges, what a person having a limited use 
of such articles”’ { 7.¢., wine and live and dead stock | “‘ must take. 
Some learned judges have thought that they must be sold and that 
& person so entitled is to have only the interest of the money. 
That is a very rigid construction.” As we shall see, however, 
it is the construction which has been subsequently applied to 
residuary gifts of such articles. 

In considering the question of the effect of gifts to persons 
in succession of consumable articles, it is necessary, in the first 
place, to draw a distinction between various kinds of gifts. It 
is now settled that in the case of a specific gift of such articles 
(mot given in connection with a business) for life, with a gift 
over, the life tenant takes an absolute interest in them: 
Randall vy. Russell (3 Mer. 190), Andrew v. Andrew (1 Coll., at 
p- 691), Phillips v. Beal (No. 1) (32 Beav. 25), Cockayne vy. Harrison 
(20 W. R. 504, L. R. 13 Eq. 432). As Kyicur-Bruce, V.C., said 
in Andrew v. Andrew (ubi supra), “‘ Upon the propriety of the rule 
that a gift of the use and enjoyment of consumable articles for 
life is the gift of the absolute interest, I do not know that I 
have ever thought; because I have considered it as settled in 


this court for many years. That such is the rule appears to me | a : . 
| of the decision, that the wearing apparel did not yest absolutely 


to be clear, and I must act uponit.” The rule prevails although 
the tenant for life of the consumable articles dies in the 
testator’s lifetime; even in that event the gift over will not 
take effect : Andrew v. Andrew (ubi supra). 

In the case of consumable articles included in a residuary 
bequest for life, however, the rule appears to be different. In 
that case the articles must be sold and the interest of the pro- 
ceeds of sale must be paid to the tenant for life. This rule is 
laid down in the judgment in Randall y, Russell (3 Mer., at 
p. 195) and is adopted in 2 Williams on Executors (9th ed., 








p. 1,253); but we have failed to discover any other authority 
for it. 

Consumable articles given to persons in succession as part of 
the stock-in-trade of a business, or otherwise in connection with 
a business, do aot vest absolutely in the tenant for life: Phillips 
v. Beal (No. 1) (82 Beav. 25), Cockayne v. Harrison (20 W. R. 504, 
L. R. 13 Eq. 432). In the last-mentioned case, decided in 1872, 
Romitty, M.R., referred to this rule as not quite settled ; and 
in one case, where there was no obligation on the legates for 
life to carry on the business, and she was expressly exonerated 
by the will from liability for any diminution or depreciation in 
the stock, it was held that the tenant for life took an absolute 
interest in the consumable articles: Breton v. Mockett (26 W. R. 
850, 9 Ch. D. 95). It is doubtful, however, whether in this 
case the consumable articles were given in connection with the 
business of farmer. 

Again, it must be remembered that the rule against the gift of 
consumable articles to persons in succession does not prevent a 
testator from expressly providing that, as to, say, his wine, one 
person shall have “ as much as she requires for consumption in 
the house’ and another person shall have the rest : Re Colyer (55 
L. T. 344; W.N. 1886, p. 159). In that case there is no gift 
for life, but an absolute gift of an undetermined part to one 
person and of the rest to another. 

Returning now to the consideration of a specific gift of 
consumable articles to persons in succession, the important 
question arises, what articles are to be considered as consumable 
for the purposes of the rule? As to this, the decisions appear 
to be in some confusion. The only proper meaning to be given 
to the phrase “things quae ipso usu consumuntur”’ appears to 
be ‘‘ things which can only be used by being destroyed,” or, as 
Woop, V.C., expresses it, things of which a personal use 
exhausts the subject of gift (Groves v. Wright, 2K. & J., at p. 
351)—that is to say, articles of food or drink for human beings 
or animals, and coals and other consumable household stores. 
But learned judges have extended the meaning of the phrase to 
things which can be used without being materially injured. 
Thus it seems that cattle, not given in connection with the 
business of farmer (see Cockayne v. Harrison, 20 W. R. 504, 
L. R. 18 Eq. 432, 484; in Breton v. Mockett (ubi supra) horses 
and cows were apparently considered to be consumable articles ; 
but Groves v. Wright, 2 K. & J. 347, seems to be contrd), and 
carriage-horses used by the tenant for life (a decision to this 
effect is mentioned by Woop, V.C., in his judgment in Groves v. 
Wright, 2 K. & J., at p. 351, but the name of the decision is 
not given, and we have not been able to find any report 
of it) have been deemed to be consumable articles. 
In Breton v. Mockett (26 W. R. 850) Mattns, V.C., is reported 
to have said that ‘‘it would be absurd to give a /ady of forty a 
life interest in horses and cows.” Why the fact of the lady’s 
age should affect the matter, we have not been able to ascertain. 
On the other hand, deer in a park and pigeons in a dovecote, 
even when given specifically for life, are not consumable articles 
so as to vest absolutely in the tenant for life : Maynard v. Gibson 
(W. N. 1876, p. 204). This is certainly hard on a tenant for 
life with a taste for venison or pigeon-pie. 

But the decision which seems to be least reconcileable 
with the extended meaning of consumable articles above 
referred to is that which holds that clothes, at all events, 
if not adapted for wear by the tenant for life, are not con- 
sumable articles. This was held by an eminent judge in the 
case of Re Zechariah Hall’s Will (1 Jur. N. 8. 974). Zeowarran, 
the testator in that case, who apparently attached an inordi- 
nate value to his wearing apparel, was minded to give his 
wife the inestimable advantage of its use, and accordingly 
bequeathed it to her for life, witha gift over. The grounds 


in the wife, do not appear in the report; but it may probably 
be surmised that they are contained in Mr. Jarnman’s observation 
that “‘ personal use by the tenant for life was not contemplated.” 
But why, it may be asked, may not Zecuarian have contem- 
plated that his wife should (in strict privacy), from time to 
time, like the character in “King John,” recall by use of the 
garments the merits of the dear deceased : 


‘* Remember me of all his gracious parts, 
Stuff out his vacant garments with [my] form” ? 
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And it may be further suggested, with deference, that, although 
Mrs. Zecuarran might not be likely to wear her husband’s 
raiment in public, there were other ways in which she might 
have used it. For instance, she might have had it altered so as 
to fit her men servants, or cut it down to the size of her children. 
As it was, the decision left her only the melancholy duty of 
keeping her husband’s attire while it became slowly consumed 
by moths, and utterly out of fashion, and so useless to the 
remainderman. If ever there was a case in which the meaning 
of consumable articles should be extended, it was surely this. 








THE AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 


Tus Agricultural Holdings Bill, which has been introduced by 
the Government in the House of Oommons, proposes an exten- 
sive repeal of sections of the Act of 1883, but in the main its 
provisions are limited to a restatement of the principles on 
which, and the matters for which, compensation is to be given 
to tenants, and to a remodelling of the procedure by which the 
amount of compensation is ascertained. At present the general 
right of the tenant to compensation is enunciated in section 1 of 
the Act of 1883, and the principles on which the amount is to be 
ascertained are given in section 6. The matters in respect of 
which compensation can be granted are enumerated in the first 
schedule, Part I. including improvements to which the consent 
of the landlord is required, Part II. the improvement—drainage 
—in respect of which only notice is required, and Part III. 
improvements which require neither eonsent nor notice. 
All these enactments—that is, sections 1 and 6 and the 
schedule—it is now proposed to repeal and to replace them 
by clauses 1 and 2 (3) and by the first schedule to the 
present Bill, Clause 1 substantially re-enacts section 1—that 
is, it gives a tenant who has made on his holding any 
improvement comprised in the new first schedule, a right at 
the determination of his tenancy, on quitting his holding, to 
obtain as compensation for the improvement ‘such sum as 
fairly represents the value of the improvement to an incoming 
tenant.” But the clause omits the proviso at the end of section 
1, that in estimating such value there shall not be taken into 
account as part of the improvement what is justly due to the 
inherent capabilities of the soil, and this does not appear to be 
introduced elsewhere in the Bill. The new schedule of improve- 
ments dees not vary much, either in matter or arrangement, 
from the existing one. The first item in Part I.—“‘ erection or 
enlargement of buildings ”—is now made to include the altera- 
tion of buildings ; and a distinction is introduced with respect to 
the making and planting of osier-beds, the making of 
gardens, and the planting of orchards or fruit-bushes, 
these items being, in cases where the improvement does 
not extend beyond one acre, transferred to Part II. When 
they exceed one acre they remain in Part I., so as 
to require the landlord’s consent. There are other changes 
in the schedule to which it is not necessary to refer in detail, 
but it should be noticed that the schedule is so drawn as to 
include the matters in respect of which compensation can be 
claimed by market gardeners, under the Market Gardeners’ 
Compensation Act, 1895. 

Turning to the remainder of clause 1, it will be found that 
sub-clauses (3) and (4) reproduce paragraphs (a) and (b) of 
section 6, the latter with a slight variation. Thus in ascertain- 
ing the amount of compensation, there is to be taken into 
account, as hitherto, (i.) any benefit which the landlord has 
given or allowed to the tenant in consideration of the tenant 
executing the improvement, and (ii.) in the case of compensation 
for manures, the value of the manure that would have been pro- 
duced by stuff sold off the holding within the last two years of the 
tenancy. Paragraphs (¢) and (d) of section 6 direct that account 
shall be taken also of sums due to the landlord for rent, waste, 
or breach of covenant, or to the tenant for breach of covenant. 
These items are now transferred to clause 2 (3), the effect being 
that they will not be taken account of in assessing compensation, 
but the party claiming in respect of them may give notice 
requiring that the arbitration shall extend to the determination 
of his claim, and any sum so awarded will be recoverable in the 


Clause 1 (5) is as follows: ‘‘ Nothing in this section shall 
prejudice the right of a tenant to claim compensation uader 
agreement, custom, or otherwise, in lieu of the compensation 
provided by this section.” It will be remembered that section 
57 of the Act of 1883 purports to make compensation under the 
Act exclusive, and, primd facie, debars a tenant entitled te com- 
pensation under the Act from claiming under an agreement. 
But in Newby v. Eckersley (47 W. R. 245; 1899, 1 Q(B, 
465) the Court of Appeal avoided this construction by 
restricting the operation of section 57 to cases where the tenant 
was claiming compensation under the Act, and a similar view was 
taken in Re Pearson and I’ Anson (48 W. R. 154). It is now 
proposed to repeal section 57, and to settle the question in the 
sense of these decisions by the above clause. Moreover, clause 
2 expressly extends arbitrations under the Acts to claims to 
compensation under custom, agreement, or otherwise. 

The next point is the procedure for the ascertainment of 
compensation. At present this depends on sections 7 to 23. It 
is proposed to repeal the whole of these except section 17 
(which relates to + y substituted compensation), and their 
place is to be taken by clause 2 of the Bill and by the second 
schedule. The most important change relates, perhaps, to the 
time when a claim for compensation can be made. At present 
section 7 provides that a tenant claiming compensation under 
the Act shall give notice to the landlord two months at least 
before the determination of his tenancy, This involves an amount 
of foresight which is frequently lacking, and it is now proposed 
that the claim may be made within three months after the 
determination of the tenancy. When the claim is made, then 
under clause 2 (1), if the Jandlord and tenant fail to agree as to 
the amount and time and mode of payment of compensation, 
the difference is to be “settled by arbitration in accordance 
with the provisions, if any, in that behalf in any agreement 
between landlord and tenant, and in default of and subject to 
any such provisions by arbitration” under the Bill in accord- 
ance with the provision in the second schedule. This schedule 
contains, in Part I., rules as to arbitration before a single 
arbitrator, and, in Part I1., rules as to arbitration before two 
arbitrators or an umpire. An arbitration, unless the parties 
otherwise agree, will be before a single arbitrator (clause 2 (4)) ; 
and upon default by either of the parties in appointing an 
arbitrator, the duty of appointing is taken from the county 
court judge, upon whom it was imposed under the Act_of 1883, 
and transferred to the Board of Agriculture. Moreover, the 
extensive power which is conferred on the county court by section 
23 of the Act of 1883 of reviewing awards is taken away, and, 
instead, the county court can only decide upon a point of law 
raised upon a special case stated by the arbitrator. But the 
county court judge can, on the application of either party, direct 
the arbitrator to state a case; and the county court judge may, 
moreover, set aside the award, if the arbitrator has miscon- 
ducted himself or the award has been improperly procured. An 
appeal from the decision of the county court on a special case 
will lie to the High Court, but no further. 

The remainder of the changes proposed by the Bill can be 
shortly stated. The power of charging 7 the holding the 
compensation payable to a tenant is to be exercised by the 
Board of Agriculture instead of the county court (clause 3). 
Section 34 of the Act of 1883, relating to the removal of fixtures, 
is to apply to a fixture or building purchased bys tenant as well 
as to a fixture or building affixed or erected by him (clause 4). 
The landlord of a holding or his agent is to be empowered at all 
reasonable times to enter and view the state of the holding 
(clause 5). The proviso to section 44 of the Act of 1883, extendin 
the time for distress where payment has by custom been allow 
to be deferred, is abolished, and a landlord is not to be allowed to 
distrain for rent which became due more than one year before 
the making of the distress, notwithstanding that payment has been 
ordinarily allowed to be deferred (clause 7). An explanatory 
sentence is added to the definition ia section 61 of the phrase 
“determination of tenancy,” and this is to mean the ‘‘ cesser of 
a contract of tenancy by reason of effluxion of time or from any 
other cause, notwithstanding that under the contract of tenancy or 
by custom or otherwise, the tenant may quit different parts of the 





same manner as compensation. 


holding at different times” (clause 9 (2)). In Re Paul Avy Q. B.D. 
247) it was held that a custom for the tenant to hold over part 
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of his land postponed the determination of the tenancy for the 
ae ag of the Act. This decision, accordingly, will be over- 
ed. 


Clause 6 proposes an important change with regard to 
penal rents. It is settled that as a general rule a sum 
reserved by way of ‘additional rent, for a violation of the 
provisions of a lease, is to be treated as a liquidated satis- 
faction and not as a penalty, and, consequently, when the 
breach in question has been committed, the additional rent 
becomes payable without regard to the actual damage suffered 
by the landlord (Fawcett’s Landlord and Tenant, 2nd ed., 
p- 199). Clause 6, on the contrary, provides that “ notwith- 
standing any provisions in a contract of tenancy for the payment 
by the tenant of an increased rent or other liquidated damages 
for a breach of a covenant or condition, a landlord shall not be 
entitled to recover by distress or otherwise any sum in respect of 
a breach of any such covenant or condition in excess of the 
damage actually suffered by him in consequence of the breach.” 
In respect of the general relation of landlord and tenant this is 
the most striking alteration contained in the Bill. 
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CORRESPONDENCE, 


NOTICE AND INQUIRIES ON PURCHASE OF AN EQUITY OF 
REDEMPTION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Your note appended to the letter on this subject which you 
published last week points out that the suggested inquiry of the 
mortgagee, whether he has received notice of any subsequent 
incumbrance, may be of no use, because he is not bound to answer it. 

It may be added that, even if the inquiry is answered, and answered 
satisfactorily, the intending purchaser of an equity of redemption in 
real estate is not thereby protected from intervening incumbrances as 
he would be on a similar dealing with personalty: Peacock v, Burt 
6 L. J. Ch. 33). 

It would, I am sure, be interesting to your readers to know your 
views as to the desirability of legislation with the object of 
assimilating the law of real and personal property in this respect. 

March 21. R. E, 





THE NEW LAND REGISTRY OFFICES, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—At my request Mr. Gerald Loder, M.P., interrogated the 
yy peel a of his question and answer enclosed. 
The Y papers did not report. and so it may escape you. I 





therefore send enclosed for your perusal. The answer is clearly 
evasive. Harvey Cuirron. 
4, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, London, March 22. 


The following is the report of the question and answer referred to: 


Mr. Lopgr.--To ask Mr. Attorney-General, whether it is proposed to 
introduce a Bill to enable the Government to purchase land for the 
p se of erecting a permanent Land Registry Office; whether it was 
stated at the time of the passing of the Land Transfer Act that its 
operations should be experimental for some years ; and, whether, in these 
circumstances, the Government will postpone the erection of offices until 


a larger experience of the working of the Act has bsen enjoyed? The’ 


Attorney-General said: ‘‘This question has been put under a misappre- 
hension. The new buildings required for Land Registry Offices are quite 
independent of the Land Transter Act.’’ 





MARRIED WOMAN MORTGAGEE, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—In the year 1896 A. and B., being husband and wife, 
advanced certain moneys belonging to them to C. The mortgage 
money was expressed to be paid ‘‘ out of moneys belonging to them on 
a joint account,” and the property was conveyed to them in fee 
simple. 

The mortgagor has now sold the property, and A. and B., are 
joining in the conveyance to release the property from the mortgage. 

Is it necessary under these circumstances that the deed should be 
acknowledged ? 

I should be much obliged by your opinion at an early date, as we 
have agreed to decide the question by the opinion of the chief law 
papers. Norman P. Snow. 

Sleaford, March 14. 


[See obser vations under ‘* Current Topics.’"—Ep. S.J.1 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
HICKMAN v. MAISEY. No. 1. 13th March. 
Hicguwax—Trespass—User or Hicuway. 


Application for judgment or a new trial in an action tried before Day, 
J,and ajury. The action was for damages for trespass to land and for 
an injunction. The plaintiff was the owner and occupier of certain 
land, through which ran a public road. The soil of the road was 
vested in the plaintiff. The plaintiff had granted a licence for value 
to one Robinson, a trainer of racehorses, to train and exercise his 
horses on part of the land. The defendant, who owned a sporting 
newspaper, used to come upon the road, where it ran through the 
plaintiff’s land, each morning for about an hour and a-half, and walk 
backwards and forwards between two points about fifteen yards apart, in 
order to watch with glasses the trial gallops of Robinson’s horses and to 
take notes thereof. The defendant published the information thus 
obtained in his newspaper. The defendant continued to do this notwith- 
standing a notice requiring him to discontinue the practice. The plaintiff 
thereupon brought this action, alleging that the acts of the defendant were 
an annoyance and caused damage to him and to his licensee, Robinson, 
and he claimed damages and an injunction to restrain the defendant from 
any repetition of the acts complained of. At the trial, Day, J., told the 
jury that if the defendant used the road as an ordinary wayfarer for the 
~~ of passing and repassing along it, there was no trespass, but if he 
used it for a purpose other than that—namely, to on his business 
there, it was a trespass. The jury found that the defendant did not use 
the road as an ordinary wayfarer, and assessed the damages at ls. The 
learned judge entered judgment for the plaintiff and granted an injunction. 

Tue Covrt (A. L. Smirx, Couiins, and Romer, L.JJ.) dismissed the 
application. 

A. L. Surru, L.J., said that the plaintiff brought an action of trespas3 
against the defendant for having broken and entered his close. ‘The 
defendant justified his acts by alleging that the locus in guo was a public 
highway, and that he was lawfully using it. Therefore the question was 
whether the user by the defendant was that for which the highway was 
dedicated—namely, for the purpose of passing aud repassing along it. 
The defendant had to make out his plea. He agreed with what had been 
stated by Lord Esher in Harrison vy. Duke of Rutland (41 W. RB. 322; 1893, 
1 Q. B, 142) that “ highways are, no doubt, dedicated primd facie for 
the purpose of passage; but things are done upon them by everybody 
which are recognized as being rightly done, and as constituting 4 
reasonable and usual mode of using a highway as such. If a 
person on a highway does not transgress such reasonable and usual 
mode of using it, I do not think that he will be a trespasser.’ 
For instance, many reasonable persons did not think that if a person 
sat on the side of a highway to sketch, that would be an unreason- 
able user of the highway. He was unable, however, to say that 
what the defendant did was a reasonable user of the highway as such. 
The defendant did not go there for any purpose of passing and repassing 
along it, but in order to carry on his business there to the detriment of the 
plaintiff and of his licensee. The case was governed by Harrison v. Duke 
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of Rutland, Tn his opinion there had been no misdirection by the learned 
judge. The application must therefore be dismissed. 

Cottins and Komer, L.JJ., concurred.—Counsrg., Duke, Q.C., and J. W. 
McCarthy ; J. A. Foote, Q.C., and F. R. Y. Radcliffe. Soutcrrors, Prior, 
Church, § Adams, for A. E. Withy, Swindon; Goodale § Hobson, for Butier- 
worth, Rose, § Morrison, Swindon. 


{Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re THE MANCHESTER REAL ICE SKATING AND SUPPLY CO. 
No, 2. 8th March. 


Practice—PauaTine Court or Lancaster—Oosts—Taxation —ScaLE— 
Orpers or 27ru AND B8rH Novemper, 1884. 


This was an appeal by M. ©. Bannister from an order of the Vice- 
Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, directing the costs of 
certain proceedings to be taxed on the higher scale. The proceedings 
were commenced by origiuating motion for the purpose of removing the 
name of M. ©. Bannister from the register of shareholders in respect 
of two hundred £1 shares, on the ground that he never eed to 
become a shareholder except on a condition which was not fulfilled. On 
the 14th of November, 1899, the Vice-Chancellor made an order refusing 
the application with costs. On taxivg the costs, the registrar adopted the 
lowest scale under the County Palatine Order of the Seth of November, 
1884, on the ground that it applied wherever the amount at stake was less 
than £300. The respondents objected to the taxation, and the Vice- 
Chancellor allowed the objection, and directed the costs to be taxed on the 
higher scale. 

Tue Court (Livpiey, M.R., Riagny and VaucHan Wits, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal, holding that the order of the 28th of November, 
1884, introduced a modification of the costs allowable in respect only of 
the particular cases specified as ‘‘ lower scale costs”? in the order of the 
27th of November, 1884 —Covunszt, Warrington, Q.0., and Austen 
Cartmell; P. O. Lawrence, Q.0., and R. B. Lawrence. Soxicrrors, 
Pritchard, Englefield, § Co., for Simpson, North, ¢ Co., Liverpool; A. J. 
Mather, Liverpool. 

[Reported by J. I. Srinuina, Barrister-at-Law. | 


DIXON ». WINCH. No. 2. 25th March. 


Mortcace—TRransrer—Notice—NeEcLect or TRANSFEREE ofr Lecat Morr- 
GAGE TO Give Notice to Mortcacor—Sate spy Morteacor AND Morr- 
GAGEE wiTHout Disctostne Mortreace — FraupvLent RgvTENTION oF 
Proceeps By Morrcacer—SatisFacTion or MortcGaGe. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Cozens-Hardy, J. (reported 47 
W. R. 620). By a deed of the 24th of June, 1892, certain land at Harlow 
was conveyed to the defendant Winch by one Dent. By a mortgage of 
the 11th of January, 1893, Winch mortgaged this land to Dent to secure 
£350 with interest. On the 16th of January, 1893, Dent transferred the 
mortgage to a Miss Ellman. Miss Ellman received and had since retained 
in her own possession the conveyance to Winch and the mo e from 
Winch to Dent, with the transfer to herself indorsed thereon. No notice 
of the transfer was given by Miss Ellman to Winch. Dent paid Miss 
Ellman interest on the mortgage debt till 1898, when he absconded. It 
was then discovered that part of the mortgaged land had been conveyed 
by Dent and Winch to the plaintiff by adeed dated the 15th of September, 
1893. This deed recited that Dent was seised in fee and had agreed to 
sell to Winch but that no conveyance had been executed, and that 
Winch had built houses and agreed to sell them to the plaintiff. By 
another deed dated the 25th of April, 1894, and containing similar recitals 
the rest of the land was conveyed tothe plaintiff by Dent and Winch. No 
investigation of title was made on behalf of the plaintiff, the arrangement 
being that she was to have a free conveyance prepared by Dent and to 
accept Winch’s title from him. The purchase-money for the first purchase 
was paid to Dent and he retained thereout £451 10s. for principal, interest, 
and costs said to be due to him from Winch. It was not alleged that the 
plaintiff had knowledge of Miss Ellman’s mortgage, and Winch denied 
knowledge of the transfer to her. The plaintiff claimed a declaration 
whether Miss Ellman’s mortgage was a valid and subsisting security or 
not, and if it was, to be entitled to redeem and to be indemnified by Winch. 
Miss Ellman counterclaimed foreclosure or sale in default of payment. 
Cozens-Hardy, J., declared that Miss Ellman’s mortgage was a valid 
subsisting charge and that the defendant Winch must indemnify the 
plaintiff against all payments to be made by her to Miss Elliman. The 
plaintiff and the defendant Winch appealed. 

Tue Oovrt (Linpiry, M.R., Ricsy and Vavenan Wituiams, L.JJ.) 
dismissed both appeals. 

Linpiey, M.R.—It is unnecessary for me to deal with the authorities 
which have been cited, for there is one view of the case which seems to me 
sufficient to dispose of it. The question is whether Mrs. Dixon, the 
purchaser of this property, is eutitled to compel Miss Ellman, the trans- 
feree of the mort upon it, to give up her security. Miss Ellman did 
not give notice to inch of the transfer of the mortgage to her. It was 
Dent’s duty both to her and to Winch to give that notice so as not to 
leave Winch exposed to the risk of paying the mortgage debt to the wrong 

erson. In the subsequent sale of the property to Mrs. Dixon, Winch 
eft everything to Dent, and Dent inserted in the conveyance a deliberately 
false recital, suppressing both the mortgage and the transfer. The result 
is that a gross fraud has been perpetrated on Mrs. Dixon, the property 
being subject to the mortgage of which she was ignorant. Winch was a 
tool of Dent in the transaction, but he cannot derive any benefit from the 
fact that he did not know what was being done. Then Dent proceeded to 
cheat Winch in the payment of the mortgage debt. The plaintiff says 
that this payment enables her to throw the loss on Miss Ellman. She says 
that Mics Ellman has been paid by means of the payment to Winch. 





of Works v. Lonion and North-Western Railway Oo. 





This is a refinement based on the equitable doctrine that a mortgagor is 
entitled to pay his original mortgagee so long as he has no notice of a 
transfer by = But is this payment to Dent such a payment as would 
have entitled Winch to a reconveyance from Miss Ellman? Winch _— 
himself entirely in the hands of Dent in these transactions, and the know- 
ledge which Dent had must be imputed to him; Winch is affected with 
notice of that which Dent knew, and cannot avail himself of his actual 
ignorance. He must be taken therefore to have had notice of the transfer 
to Miss Ellman and cannot say that she was paid off by the payment to 
Dent. 

Riapy and Vavenan Wiis, L.JJ., d.—CounszL, Eve, Q.0., and 
Christopher James ; Hayter ; Micklem, Q.C., and Harman. Soxtcrroxs, 

(Reported by J. L Sriniixe, Barnster-at-Law. | 


VESTRY OF THE PARISH OF ST. MARY, ISLINGTON v. HORNSEY 
UBBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. No 2. 22nd, 23rd, 26th, and 27th Feb. 
and 20th March. 


Merropoiis — ManacEeMent — Sewer — Drain — Insunction—Mareorouis 
Manacement Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vicr. c. 120)—Merrorotis Manace- 
MENT AMENDMENT Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 102)—Pvusiic Heats Act, 
1875 (38 & 39 Vier. c. 55). 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. (80 L. T. 746), given 
on the 9th of May, 1899, refusing to grant an injunction to restrain the 
defendants from permitting their sewage to flow into the Stroud Green- 
road sewer, the property of the plaintiffs. The Stroud Green sewer 
was constructed in 1865 by the Tottenham and Hampstead Junction 
Railway Co., and was situated wholly in the parish of Islington, 
which parish was within the metropolitan area. In and after the same 
year certain owners of land in the parish of Hornsey (which was outside 
the metropolitan area) to develop their property as a building 
estate, and were allowed by the plaintiffs to make certain comparatively 
small openings into the Stroud Green sewer on certain conditions 
and on making certain payments. Subsequently the rights of the 
said landowners (such as they might be) to drain into the 
Stroud Green sewer were transferred to the defendants. As the 
development of Hornsey graduall ed, other connections were from 
time to time made into the defendants’ sewers, opening, under the permis- 
sion already mentioned, into the Stroud Green main sewer, with the result 
that far more sewage. was now being sent into the Stroud Green sewer 
than was ever roo ge at the time of giving the said ission. In 
storm time, accordingly, the Stroud Green sewer was choked up by the 
additional inrush of surface water, and the sewage in it was forced 
up through the man-holes and gullies, and created an intolerable 
nuisance. The plaintiffs, therefore, sought an injunction to restrain the 
defendants from any longer sending their sewage into the Stroud Green 
sewer; and from the refusal of Kekewich,J, to grant this ee 
the plaintiffs now appealed. It was contended on their be 1) 
that the plaintiffs possessed no statutory or other justification 
the action complained of : Met itan Board of Works v. London 
and North-Western Railway Co. (29 W. R. 693, 17 Ch. D 246), Attorney- 
General v. Acton Local Board (31 W. R. 153, 22 Ch. D. 221), Brown v. 
Mayor, §c., of Dunstable (47 W. R. 538; 1899, 2 Ch. 378), Attorney- 
General v. Clerkenwell Vestry (40 W. R. 185; 1891, 3 Ch. 527); (2) that 
the permission granted in or after the year 1865 was of the nature 
only of a revocable license; (3) that if such permission purported to be 
more than a revocable license, it was ultra vires the plaintiffs, and was 
not accordingly of any validity: Mulliner v. Midland Railway Co. (27 
W. R. 330, 11 Oh. D. 611), Hobbs v. Midland Railway Co. (30 W. R. 516, 
20 Ch. D. 418), Haywood v. Lowndes (7 W. R. 279, 4 Drew. 454), Ayr 
Harbour Trustees v. Oswald (8 App. Cas. 623, at 634), Metrepolitan 
Board of Works v. London and North-Western Railway Co., Ashbury 
Railway, &c., Co. v. Riche (24 W. R. 794, L. R. 7 H. L. 653, 
per Lord Cairns at 672); (4) that the practical inconvenience which would 
result from granting an injunction was no reason for refusing it: Goldsmid 
v. Tunbridge Wells Improvement Commissioners (14 W. R. 562, L. R. 1 Ch. 
349), Attorney-General v. London and North-Western Railway Co. (1900, 
1Q. B. 78). Reference was also made to Reg. v. Tynemouth Rural District 
Council (44 W. R. 646; 1896, 2 Q. B. 451. 

Tue Oovrr (Linptey, M.R., Ricsy and Vavenan Wiis, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Linpiey, M.R., read the judgment of the court: The Stroud Green 
sewer became vested in the plaintiffs under section 68 of the Metropolitan 
Management Act, 1865, and the Tottenham and Hampstead Railway Act. 
The Hornsey sewers are vested in the defendants by section 13 of the 
Public Health Act, 1875, and the first question is, What rights, if any, 
have the defendants to send their sewage into the Stroud Green sewer, 
which is vested in the plaintiffs? These rights, if any, must be (1) con- 
ferred by statute, or (2) based on agreement. (1) A careful examination 
of the statutes (Public Health Act, 1875, and Metropolis Management 
Acts, 1855 and 1862) leads to the negative conclusion that there is nothing 
in them which confers any such right apart from agreement. (2) We 
have, then, to inquire whether any agreement or consent has been 
entered into, and what is its legal effect? There is abundant evidence of 
the existence of some kind of arrangement by which the passage of some 
Hornsey sewage through the plaintiffs’ Stroud Green sewer has been 
permitted for years. But the plaintiffs contend that they could not in 
point of law bind the parish of Islington to receive Hornsey sewage for 
ever, or, indeed, for any definite period; and that in effect all that they 
have done, or legaliy could do, was to grant a revocable license. Their 
inability to do more is said to be established by the statutory enact- 
ments, and by the decision of Hall, V.C., in Met itan Board 
e have come 
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to the conclusion that the construction put upon the statutory enact- 
ments by Hall, V.C., is correct. What the Metropolitan Board of 
Works could not do the plaintiffs clearly cannot do. Whatever 
the plaintiffs may have agreed to do, the legal effect of their conduct 
cannot be put higher than leave and license to several persons to empty 
their sewers into the Stroud Green sewer. This is not a question affecting 
the plaintiffs as private individuals. They are a public body, with public 
duties, and this must be ‘borne in mind in considering the effect 
of their past conduct, when that is relied upon as estopping 
them from asserting a right to put an end to what they 
have itted, and even encouraged and agreed to allow. Oonsidering 
who the plaintiffs are, we cannot think that they are estop in law or 
equity from obtaining the relief they seek : Fairtitle v. Gilbert (2 T. R. 169), 
Great North-West Central Railway Co. v. Charlebois (1899, A. 0.114). For 
similiar reasons the plaintiffs cannot, in our opinion, be treated as 
luded from obtaining relief on the ground of laches. The fact 
. if an injunction were granted, a nuisance would be a n 
consequence unless the defendants took steps to prevent it, affords 
them no defence to the action, even if it be true that they cannot 
prevent it without obtaining further statutory powers: Attorney-General 
v. Birmingham Council, $c. (6 W. R. 811, 4K. & J. 528), Attorney-General 
v. Colney Hatch Lunatic Asylum (L. R. 4 Ch. 146). The court, however, is 
unwilling under such circumstances to exert its jurisdiction to the utmost 
where it is not absolutely essential to do so: Attorney-General v. Acton 
Local Board. All we shall do, therefore, at the present moment, is to 
declare the plaintiffs’ right to relief ; and to give them liberty to apply for 
an injunction, if necessary, at the end of the year.—CounseL, Danckwerts, 
Q.C. ; Micklem, Q.C. ; Macmorran, Q.C., and F. Low. Soxictrors, Bram- 
well, White, § Saunders ; Tatham § Hardy. 
[Reported by J. E. Mornis, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL ». THE GUARDIANS OF THE BEDWELLTY 
UNION. Stirling, J. 30th and 31st Jan.; 1st and 2nd Feb. ; 19th March. 


Pook Law—Raeuer—Sraue—Wirevt Rervsat to Worx—‘ ABLE- 
BODIED ”’—* DestituTe ”’—*‘SuppEN AND UnrcGent Necessity ’’—Poor 
Law Acr, 1834 (4 & 5 Wut. 4, c. 76), s. 52—Poor Law Avpit Act, 
a (11 & 12 Vicr. c, 91), s. 4—Vacrants Act, 1824 (5 Geo. 4, c. 83), 
s. 3. 


This was an action arising out of the coal strike in South Wales in 1898. 
The question raised was whether the defendants, the Guardians of the Poor 
of Bedwellty Union, were justified in opening labour yards and relief works 
for the purpose of keeping able-bodied colin and their families from 
starvation, when, as appeared from the evidence, they could have had work 
for the asking at wages sufficient to maintain them. On behalf of the 
relators it was eaid that the existence of work to be done in the neighbour- 
hood at a high rate of was known not only to the colliers but to 
the guardians, who should at once have proceeded with inquiries ; if there 
was any destitution it was self-imposed. For the guardians it was 
submitted that they could have been indicted for a breach of duty in not 
relieving the distress which existed. From April to September in 1898 
they had endeavoured to perform the duty imposed upon them by granting 
relief under stringent regulations in concert with the local representative 
of the Local Government to the central office of which they 
reported periodically. Under the statute of Elizabeth (43 Eliz. c. 2) there 
‘was, it was submitted, no distinction between able-bodied poor and impotent 
poor in respect of the relief to be granted in case of destitution. The remedy 
of the relators was not to bring this action but to prosecute the persons 
when relieved at the charges of the parish, under the Vagrants Act, 1824 
(5 Geo. 4, c. 83), which provides for the punishment of the vicious 
destitute, and so guards against the multiplication of paupers who, under 
the Poor Law Acts of 1834 and 1844, have the right to be protected 
against starvation. The Poor Law Act, 1834 (4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 76), s. 52, 
was material, as it enabled the commissioners by an elastic system to give 
relief to the able-bodied outside the workhouse; under that section were 
made the orders of the 24th of February, 1864, and the 27th of January, 
1870, the latter providing the labour test and so amplifying section 6 of 
the former. The relief in this case was given in the spirit of the Act of 
oe _ and under the express sanction of the | authorities. Cur. 

Sriauinc, J., said that at the trial the claim for an injunction was 
abandoned. All that was sought wasa declaration. The case sought to 
be established for the relators was that the defendants had acted illegally 
in applying poor rates cither in relieving or setting to work persons able 
to maintain themselves and their families by work or other means and 
wilfully neglecting or refusing s0 todo. The case arose out of the South 
Wales coal strike of 1898. Avery similar case, Attorney-General v. Merthyr 
Tydvil Union Guardians (80 L. T. 618), having a like origin, in which 
the defendants were the guardians of a neighbouring union, came 
before Romer, LJ., and was decided by him on the 27th of March, 
1899. He held that on the facts before him the defendants were 
justified in granting relief to able-bodied colliers on strike on the 
of the existence of sudden and urgent necessity, and dismissed the 
At the trial of the present action the defendants relied on that 
decision, and contended that it governed the present case. Tihe relators, 
other hand, disputed the correctness of that decision, but further 
that in the present case relief had been given by the guardians 
could not be justified on the ground of sudden ani ur t 
neces-ity. Shortly after the trial of this action an appeal from the d m 


H 


a udgment was given on the 6th of March last (44 Soxrcrrors’ 
sol 294). His lordship had had an opportunity of i 
and considering the judgment of the court, which was delivered by 
the Master of the Rolls. ‘The court found as a fact that poor rates 
had been applied ia or towards the relief of colliers on strike, who were 
able-bodied men, physically well and able to work at wages sufficient to 
support themselves and their families. It was held that such an applica- 
tion of the poor rates was illegal, and the following declaration was made: 
Declare that the payment by the defendants out of the poor rates of any 
money for setting to work or for relief of able-bodied men who were at the 
time able to obtain and perform work at wages sufficient to support them- 
selves and their wives and families, if any, was unlawful, and ought to 
be disallowed by the auditor on auditing the defendants’ accounts. 
But that declaration did not include relief given to or for the 
wives of such men, and the said declaration was without prejudice 
to, and was in no way to affect the power of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to remit such disallowed payments, although unlawfully 
made, under the Act 11 & 12 Vict. c. 91, s. 4, or any other statute 
enabling them so to do. That declaration, so far as it dealt with the law, 
was binding on his lordship, and, in his judgment, was sufficient for the 
decision of the present case. It was proved that the defendants to this 
action applied poor rates in setting to work and relieving colliers on strike 
who were able-bodied men, physically well and able to work ; and that in 
several cases such application continued for seven weeks and more. On 
the 1lth of A ih, 1898, at the commencement of the strike, and 
again on the 18th of July, 1898, the owners of certain pits gave 
public notices to workmen at collieries (with certain exceptions, 
which it was not necessary to 2 ha of their willingness to 
give work on specified terms, under which colliers would have 
earned not less than 4s. per day, enough to maintain themselves and their 
families. It was proved that these offers of work were well-known to all 
concerned, both workmen and guardians, and that they were accepted by 
some colliers, though these very few in number. It was contended that 
the offers made by the masters were only intended to apply if the men 
returned to work at the collieries in a body, and were not applicable to 
separate individuals. His lordship did not thmk that was the true meaning 
of the offers ; and it was proved by the managers of several collieries that 
they were willing to employ men on the terms offered and that they did 
employ all they could get. His lordship had no doubt, and found as a fact, 
that the able-bodied colliers relieved could, if they had chosen, have got 
work at neighbouring collieries on the terms offered by the masters. In 
his opinion the present case fell within Attorney-General v. Merthyr Tydvil 
Guardians and he was pre’ to make a similar declaration.—CovnszL, 
W. H. Upjohn, Q.0., and &. G. Lushington; H. H. Asquith, Q.C., and 
Brooke Little. Soxtcrrors, Preston, Stow, § Preston, for Ward, Colborne, § 
Coulman, Newport; 7. White ¢ Sons, for J. A. Shepard, Tredegar. 
[Reported by W, H. Dzarer, Barrister-at-Law. | 


DALY »v. EDWARDES. WARE & CO. v. DALY AND EDWARDES. 
Kekewich, J. 20th March. 


Lease or THEATRE—OCovenant Not to Assign—Contract ror RErFREsH- 
MENTS —BREACH—RE-ENTRY. 


This was an action for a declaration that the re-entry of the landlord 
was not authorized by the underlease. On the 8th of February, 1894, the 
defendant, George Edwardes, being lessee from Lord Salisbury of certain 
premises known as Daly’s Theatre, granted an underlease of the said 
premises to the plaintiff, Augustin Daly, for a term of twenty-one years 
from the 25th of December, 1893, at a yearly rent of £5,500, and the 
sae aay Daly entered into a covenant that he would ‘‘ not at any time 

uring the term hereby granted assign, demise, or otherwise part with 
this indenture or any estate or interest therein for all or any part of 
the said term to any person or persons whomsoever without the license 
of the lessor or his first had and obtained in writing for that 
purpose, but such consent shall not be unreasonably withheld in 
the case of a respectable and responsible tenant, it being the intention 
that the lessee shall be at liberty at all times to  seaper and perform by 
himself and company or his licensees any first-class comedy, drama, or 
opera, without the necessity of applying to the lessor or his assigns for his 
consent in that behalf, butthat such licensees shall not be at liberty to assign, 
underlet, demise, or otherwise part with their term without the license of 
the lessor first had and obtained as aforesaid.’’ The said underlease also 
contained a proviso for re-entry on breach of any of the covenants by the 
underlessee therein contained. By a subsequent agreement dated the 15th 
of April, 1898, the plaintiff Daly entered into an agreement with Messrs. 
Frank Warr & Co. to “grant’”’ to them “the free and exclusive license 
and right to use ’’ the refreshment rooms and bars in the said theatre and 
to supply refreshments therein, and such agreement contained a covenant 
for quiet enjoyment, but no consent or license in writing under the said 
covenant was obtained prior to such agreement. By an agreement 
dated the 15th of May, 1894, between the plaintiff Daly and the 
defendant Edwardes, it was agreed that the defendant Edwardes should 
produce and mount the plays and be responsible for the back of the house 
at his own expense ; that plaintiff Daly should provide the theatre, 
pay rent, rates, and taxes, and be responsible for the front of the house ; 
that the said plaintiff should pay to the said defendant 65 per cent. of the 
gross takings and retain the remaining 35 per cent. ; that the expenses of 
advertising and of orchestra should be borne in certain shares, and that 
the staff and officials supplied by each of them, the said plaintiff and 
defendant, should be under his sole control. On the 4th of September, 
1898, the defendant Edwardes re-entered and took possession of the said 
theatre and on the ground that the right given by the plaintiff 
Daly to Frank Warr & Oo. to use the bars and supply refreshments 
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wise part with the said indenture, or any estate or interest 
therein, without the consent of the lessor. On the 6th of September, 
1998, the plaintiff issued the writ in this action claiming that 
the said re-entry by the defendant Edwardes was not authorized by 
the underlease, that there was a partnership subsisting between the 
plaintiff Daly and the defendant Edwardes, and that if such re-entry was 
authorized it was inconsistent with Edwardes’ duty under such partnership. 
Messrs. Frank Warr & Co. also sued Daly and Edwardes for a declaration 
that they were entitled to the exclusive right to supply refreshments, and for 
an injunction to restrain Edwardes from excluding them from the theatre, 
or, alternatively, damages against Daly. On the 7th of June, 1899, the 
plaintiff Daly died, and, administration having been taken out by B. E. E. 
Barrington, the actions were revived. Amongst other cases cited were 
Taylor v. Caldwell (3 B. & Sm. 826), London and North-Western Railway v. 
Buckmaster (L. R. 10 Q. B. 70, 444), Rendell v. Roman (9 T. L. BR. 192), 
Peebles V. Crosthwaite (13 L. T. 198), Hill v. Tupper (2 H. & CO. 121), 
Kerrison v. Smith (1897, 2 Q. B. 445), Wells v. Kingston (L. R. 10 C. P. 402), 
Lancashire, §c., Telephone Co. v. Manchester (14 Q. B. D. 267). It was 
intimated by the court during the course of es that there was no 
subsisting partnership between Daly and Edwardes. 

Kexewicn, J., held that the deed of the 15th of April, 1898, though in 
form a grant, was the grant of a mere right or license; that the plaintiff 
Daly retained possession of the whole building, and had access to all parts 
thereof ; that though the bars were sometimes locked up, this was done by 
Warr & Co. to protect themselves and not to exclude the plaintiff Daly, 
and that therefore the plaintiff Daly did not part with possession of the 
premises or any estate or interest therein within the meaning of the said 
covenant, and consequently that there was no forfeiture.—CounszL, 
Warrington, Q.C., Eldon Bankes, L. 8. Bristowe, and Newton Crane.; 
Warmington, Q.C., Lawrence, Q.C., G. Cave, and Herman Cohen ; Swinfen 
Eady, Q.C., and J. R. Brooke. Soxtcrrors, John C. Button ¢ Co.; Slark, 
Edwards, § Co.; W. H. Herbert. 

(Reported by 8S. E. Wii14Ms, Barrister-at-Law.] 


HORNE ». CAMPBELL. Byrne, J. 14th March. 


Promisz To Pay Destor Our or Certain Mongys—EqQuiTABLE 
ASSIGNMENT. 


This was an originating summons to determine whether Francis G. 
Horne was entitled to a charge on the proceeds of certain bills of exchange 
received from the Columbian Government on account of the indebtedness 
of one Ernest Cerruti to L. A. Campbell (deceased), or to be paid any and, 
if so, what sum out of the proceeds in priority to the other creditors of 
the said L. A. Campbell. In October, 1870, Campbell wrote to 
Horne, to whom he was at that time indebted: “Un getting my 
commission, amounting to £750, out of the St. Miguel Railway Loan, if I 
obtain the moneys I am expecting to receive from other parties I will pay 
the amount to you.’’ In September, 1896, Horne caused application to be 
made to the deceased for payment of the said sum of £750, as he did not 
desire to allow the debt to be barred by the Statute of Limitations, 
and on the Ist of October, 1896, the deceased wrote to Horne as follows: 
“Referring to my letter in October, 1890, I have not yet been able to 
obtain payment of the moneys therein mentioned and I therefore have not 
been in a position to carry out the conditions therein contained. At the 
same time as I understand that you merely want an acknowledgment that 
there is a sum that is to be payable by me to you out of Cerruti’s or other 
moneys of the like description, when received, I have great pleasure in 
saying that the sum of £750 is still payable to you out of those moneys.”’ 
The executrix of Campbell, under an award dated the 2nd of March, 1897, 
had received bills of exchange amounting to £3,400 8s. 10d. in respect of 
the indebtedness of the said Cerruti to the said Campbell, such bills falling 
due on the 3lst of December, 1899. 

Byrnz, J., held ‘that the letter of the Ist of October, 1896, created an 
equitable assignment, and that Horne was entitled to a charge on the 
Cerruti moneys for £750 without interest.—CounsEL, Pattison ; Austen 
Cartmell. Soxtcrtors, Foss, Ledsam, § Blount. 


[Reported by J, Anruur Paice, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Probate Division. 


Re THE GOODS OF HOWARD FIELDER TRIGG (DECEASED). 
Barnes, J. 


ApministraTIon, Grant or Lerrers or—RENuNcIATION BY SoLtE NExt-or- 
—Prrson Next Enrittep Havine no Inrerest—Ricut to GRANT As 
w Sore Next-or-Kin Our or tHe Way. 


H. F. Trigg died on the 4th of February, 1900, intestate, without parents, 
leaving his sister, G. F. Trigg, his sole next-of-kin. She renounced on 
the 24th of February, 1900, and in and by the renunciation consented to the 
grant being made to her lawful uncle, W. G. Wright, as one of the persons 
entitled in an inferior degree though without interest. The officials at the 
registry declined to make the grant, alleging that the uncle’s interest was 
no better than that of a stranger. It was submitted that if this contention 
was correct no sole next-of-kin could renounce, because no t would be 
made to anyone except there happened to be a creditor. anomalous 
result, it was suggested, might be got over by the renouncing party leaving 
the jurisdiction and appointing the uncle attorney, in which case 
the grant could go to him as such, but this the applicant declined. 
Counsel for the applicant moved for a grant un the ordinary 
jurisdiction of the court and quite apart from any power conferred 
on the court by the 73rd section of the Probate Act, 1857, on the 
authority of Re Johnson (2 Sw. & Tr. 595), following Re Goods of Keane (1 





Hagg. 692), that the next-of-kin in an inferior degree are entitled to a 
grant on renunciation as if the next-of-kin of the superior degree were 
out of the way, even though they had no interest. The bulk of the estate o 
the intestate was derived under the will of his father, of which the applicant, 
E. Fosdick, and W. E. Barnes were trustees, and there were other reasons 
disclosed by the affidavit why a business man should have the grant. 

Barngs, J., made the order asked for, following Re Johnson (2 Sw. & Tr. 
595), giving a grant to the uncle as the m next entitled on the filed 
renunciation and consent of the sister superior interests being thereby 
cleared off—although the uncle had no interest.—Covunsgi, Barnard. 
Sorrcrror, Z. F. Day. 

[We are favoured with the above report. ] 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re WARREN. Ez parte THE TRUSTEE. Wright and Phillimore, JJ. 
12th and 15th March. . 


Bankrurtcy—FRAUDULENT PREFERENCE—PAYMENT TO Bank WITH THE 
Oxsact or Beneritinc Derstor’s Surery—Banxrurtcy Acr, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 48, suB-sEcTION 1. 


Appeal from the county court at Manchester. The bankrupt, Mrs. 
Eliza Warren, had a loan from the Union Bank of Manchester for which 
her husband, G. W. Warren, was surety, and a loan from the Union Loan 
and Discount Bank for which her husband and one J. H. Harrison were 
sureties. Within three months of the presentation of the petition upon 
which she was made a she paid £202 to the Union Bank of 
Manchester and £250 to the Union Loan and Discount Bank, and thereby 
released her sureties from their liabilities to the banks. The trustee in 
bankruptcy brought a motion in the county court at Manchester against 
Warren and Harrison for an order requiring them to pay to him the said 
sums of £202 and £250 on the ground that they had been fraudulently 
egg by the release of their liability to pay such sums to the banks. 

e county court judge held that, although ifs. Warren had intended to 
ow 9 her husband and Harrison by releasing them from liability, there 

ul been in fact no fraudulent pesfenenen, boenese the payment of the 
money had not been made to the creditors intended to be preferred. The 
trustee appealed, and contended that, according to the decision in Re Paine, 
Ez parte Read (45 W.R. 190; 1897, 1 Q, B. 122), a payment for the benefit 
of a surety who has not been called upon to pay as surety is a fraudulent 
preference of such surety. 

Tue Court (Waicut and Paitimore, JJ.) dismissed the appeal without 
calling upon the respondents, holding that there was no sufficient ground 
for treating the payment to the banks as payments to the respondents. 
The moneys were to be kept by the banks, and the promissory notes of 
the sureties released. In the case of Re Paine, Ex parte Read, payment 
to the bank was treated by it as payment for the benefit of an accommoda- 
tion acceptor. In the case of Re Mills, Ex parte The Oficial Receiver (58 
L. T. 871, 36 W. R. Dig. 15), the Court of Appeal held that payment by 
a debtor for the benefit of a surety was not a fraudulent preference of 
such surety, and this court was bound oe decision. Appeal dismissed ; 
leave to appeal granted.—CounsgL, Byrne; Reed, Q.C., and Muir Mac- 
kenzie. Soxrcirors, J. H. Cooper; Wheatley, Son, § Daniel, for Cobbett, 
Wheeler, § Cobbett, Manchester. 


[Reported by P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re ELEY. Ex parte STEPHEN ELEY & CO. (LIM.). 
Phillimore, JJ. 15th March. 


BaNnKRUPTOY—FRAUDULENT TRANSFER OF Property py Desror To Company 
—Transrar Set Astipe—Lissmity or Direcrors or Company. 


Appeal from the county court of Dorsetshire holden at Poole. The 
bankrupt Eley carried on business as a draper in Bournemouth, and in the 
summer of 1899 he decided to turn his business into a limited company. 
Accordingly on the 4th of September, 1899, he executed an agreement by 
which he sold all his business and stock-in-trade to one Roantree, as 
nominee of the proposed com , for 12,000 fully-paid shares of £1 each 
and £3,000 in cash payable in six months. On the 8th of 
Roantree sold the business to one Cheeseman for 15,000 shares and £3,000 
cash payable as above, taking 3,000 shares as promoter’s profit. Cheeseman 
sold to the company at the same price. The com was formed on the 
23rd of September, and held a meeting on the 26th of September, when it 
adopted the agreement for purchase of the business and elected five directors. 
At the time when Eley ided to form the com he owed Mes:rs. 
Arthur & Oo., wholesale dealers, about £20,000, of which £5,000 was 
unsecured. He had an overdraft at his bankers, who to take 5,000 
shares as security for their debt, and he owed other tors about £1,400. 
Messrs. Arthur & Co. objected to the formation of the company, and on 
the 8th of August issued a writ against Eley .for £891, on which they 
obtained oy pe on the 29th of September. They issued a bankrupte 
notice on the 5th of October, presented a petition on the 20th, and obtained 
a receiving order against Eley on the of October. The debtor was 
adjudicated a oe a trustee was appointed, who, on the 6th of 
December, claimed from the secre’ of the company the pro which 
had been transferred to it by Eley. The secretary replied the 
directors felt that they could not contest the trustee’s and 
offered to wind up the Sa, eee and pan the trustee 
liquidator. The trustee refused 


and the secretary mally, uiring all the transferred by the 
nt of the 4th of Beptem pag at = ee gy aleo 
Ghiling upon the directors to account for all sales of the 


Wright and 


property since that date, and to pay the same over to him, without making - 
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‘any allowance to them for money properly expended in carrying on the 
business. The county court judge held that the transfer by the bankrupt 
‘of his property was fraudulent, and constituted an act of bankruptcy, and 
that the whole of his property existing on the 4th of September, 1899, 
vested in the trustee. He ordered the company to deliver up the property 
to the trustee, and also ordered each of the directors to deliver and pay to 
the trustee all such property and assets of the bankrupt as were then or 
had been in their possession or control, and to account for such parts 
thereof as had been, but were not then, in their possession or control. He 
dismissed the motion as against the secretary. The company and the 
directors appealed. 

Tue Covet (Wricut and Pxitimore, JJ.) allowed the appeal of the 
directors, but dismissed the appeal of the company. They held that there 
was abundant evidence of rhe. yaad the part of the bankrupt and that the 
transfer by him to the company was rightly set aside; but that there was 
no evidence that the directors had in any way acted mila fide or assisted 
the bankrupt to defraud his creditors, and that they could not be held 
liable for his frand. They must account for the property of the debtor in 
their hands, but what they had disposed of in good faith and in the 
ordinary course of business must be allowed to them. They could not be 
called upon personally to account for and pay all the proceeds of the 
business which had passed through their bands. Appeal of company dis- 
missed ; appeal of directors allowed.—CounszL, Reed, Q.0., and F. C. 
Willis; E. Clayton; Muir Mackenzie. Soutcrrors, A. Marchant ; Phelps, 
Sidgwick, § Biddle. 

[Reported by P. M, Francxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 





County Courts. 
HEWITT v. HEPBURN. Dartford. 


The following judgment was delivered in this case : 

His Honour Judge Empen: This is an application under clause 12 of 
the schedule to the Workmen’s Compensation Act to diminish an amount 
of 17s. 9d. per week awarded to the respondent for loss of fingers. It 
raises a question of far-reaching interest. Since the award the workman 
has done no other work at which he was employed before the accident, 
but he and his wife have been en as caretakers to the Young Men’s 
Christian Association. For his share of the work, I assess his 
earnings at an average of 6s. 4d. per week, but of course that sum might 
again have to be varied from week to week according to the amount of 
assistance for which the man and his wife have to pay beyond what has 
already been proved. Counsel for the applicant says that the court must 
on this review be guided by clause 1 (4) and 2 of the schedule, and that all 
earnings of every kind, whether in respect of the work at which the work- 
man was employed, or in any other respect whatever, must be brought 
into account from time to time, under clause 12 of the schedule, to diminish 
the amount awarded; and cites Jrons v. Davis (1899, 2 Q. B. 330) 
in support. Counsel for the workman says that the court has a general 
discretion under clause 12 of the schedule, and is not restricted by any 
principles. Ido not think that either of these contentions is correct. 
The only wages the court has to consider are the wages settled in section 
1, sub-section 2 (a) of the Act—that is to say, the wages at the work at 
which he was employed. Clause 12 says that a weekly payment may be 
ended, diminished, or increased on review—that isto say, in my opinion, 
according to the capability of the workman to perform the work at which he 
was employed, according to the partial incapacity coming to an end or 
becoming less or more severe. The cases of [rons v. Davis and also Chandler 
v. Smith (1899, 2 Q. B. 506)—cases between the same employer—seem 
to throw some difficulty in the way of properly construing clause 12 
of the schedule. So far as these decisions indirectly refer to clause 12, it 
is unfortunate. There appears to be nothing in the Act and rules which 
justities a “‘ declaratiou of liability’’ with a view to future assessments. 
The question is, by clause 2 of the schedule what is the difference between 
the amount of the average weekly earnings before the accident and the 
average amount which the workman is able to earn (it does not say, does 
earn) after the accident at the work at which he was employed before 
the accident? It matters not what a workman may receive by way of 
remuneration for services if he is not able to earn the same amount at 
the work at which he was employed. Therefore it is the duty of the 
j or arbitrator to consider what are the weakened powers of the 
workman, to ascertain at once the workman’s capabilities for work —that 
is to say, to assess at once at the original arbitration the amount that the 
workman is able after the accident to earn at the work at which he was 
employed, having regard to the incapacity ; and that may then be ended, 
diminished, or increased according to the condition of the incapacity at 
any time. There is als» power by clause 13 to redeem for a lump sum. 
If it were to be held that clause 12 of the schedule justified applications 
from time to time, indeed from week to week, to diminish whenever an 
injured man earned a few shillings at some work in no way con- 
nected with he work at which he was employed before the 
accident, the number of applications would be large, and some 
new provision would possibly have to be made for disposing of 
such applications from week to week. Moreover, if it were so held, a 
workman losing his fingers or leg, might, by receiving any payments from 
his employer, not arising out of work at which he was employed, be delayed 
indefinitely in obtaining a proper assessment until too late. In this case, 
therefore, no wages having been earned at the work at which the workman 
was employed, and the incapacity from loss of fingers still existing—in 
fact, the workman complains of difficulty at times of using the arm at all— 
there is no ground for review by diminishing the amount, and the applica- 
tion must be refused with costs. 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 

| TRANSFER OF ACTION. 

| Orper or Covrr. 

Monday, the 19th day of March, 1900, 

' J, Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 

‘ Britain, do hereby order that the action mentioned in the Schedule hereto 

ehall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Wright. 

SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice Norru (1900—S—No. 107). 

In the Matter of The Storr’s Hotel, Land and Building Company 
(Limited). Thomas Parkinson Worthington v. The Storr’s Hotel, Land 
and Building Company Limited, Robert Kenyon and — Chambley, 

ALSBURY, OC. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Notice. 


In pursuance of the resolution passed at the adjourned annual general 
meeting of the society, held on the 15th of July, 1881, to the effect that 
mectings of the society should be held in January and April, a special 
general meeting of the members of the society will be held in the Hall 
of the society on Friday, the 27th of April, at 2 p.m. precisely. 

Members who desire to move resolutions or to ask questions should give 
notice of them to the secretary on or before the 5th of April, 1900, as it 
will be necessary to include them in the notice convening the meeting. 


= 4 order, 
(Signed) E. W. Witi1aMson, Secretary. 
March 19, 1900. 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The twenty-fifth annual general meeting of this society was held cn the 
28th ult. There were present: Mr. D. H. Porrett, in the chair, and 
Messrs. Allen, H. Auty, J. C. Auty, Bingham, Binney, Bowman, Bramley, 
H. W. Chambers, J. C. Clegg, Davidson, Eaton, Foster, Gould, Gunstone, 
A. F. H. Harrop, Howe, Kesteven, R. Leader, Lucas, A. E. Maxfield, 
Newsom, Nixon, Padley, Peck, P. B. Richardson, Robinson, H. E. 
Sandford, F. F. Smith, Tasker, J. E. Wing, and Messrs. Cockburn, E. T. 
Harrop, and W. B. Willis (of Rotherham). 

The notice convening the meeting, and the report, as printed, having 
been taken as read, it was resolved: (1) That the report presented by the 
committee be received, confirmed, andadopted. The chairman, in moving 
the adoption of the report, referred to the progress of the Sheffield 
University College Law Classes, and said that it was a great advantage 
to students to have, as lecturers, gentlemen in actual practice as 
were Mr. Leader and Mr. Bramley. (2) That the accounts of Mr. 
Arthur Wightman, the treasurer for the past year, be approved and 
passed, and that the thanks of the society be given to him for his services. 
(3) That the cordial thanks of the society be given to Mr. David Hunton 
Porrett, the president, for the ability with which he has filled the offiee, 
and the consideration he has given to his duties during the past year. 
(4) That the cordial thanks of the society be given to Mr. Edward Bramley 
for the able manner in which he has discharged the office of honorary 
secretary during the past year. (5) That Mr. John Charles Clegg be 
elected the president, Mr. Regiuald Benson be elected the vice-president, 
Mr. Arthur Wightman be re-elected the treasurer, and Mr. Edward 
Bramley be re-elected the secretary of the society. (6) That the follow- 
ing gentlemen be appointed to act with the officers mentioned in the last 
resolution as the committee for the ensuing year: Messrs. OC. Barker, 
J. Binney, J. Bingham, G. E. Branson, J. N. Coombe, R. E. Hodgkinson 
(Rotherham), H. Hughes, H. N. Lucas, A. E. Maxfield, D. H. Porrett, 
E. W. Pye-Smith, H. Sayer, W. F. Smith, O. M. Smith, and J. B. 
Wheat. (7) That Messrs. John Cole and John O. Auty be appointed 
the auditors of the society for the ensuing year, and that the 
best thanks of the society be given to Messrs. John Cole and A. 8. 
Fawcett for their kindness in auditing the accounts for the past year. 
(8) That the thanks of the society be given to the Right Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wortley, Q.C., M.P., for his attention to the matters laid before him by 
the committee, and for prints of the public Bills brought into the House 
of Commons during the pst session, which he has forwarded to the com- 
mittee. (9) It was resolved that the sum of ten guineas be granted to the 
Lord Mayor of Sheffield’s Reservists’ Fund out of the funds of the society. 
The president presented the society’s prizs, value £10 10s., to Mr. Francis 
Nathaniel Creswick, who passed in the first class for honours in the June 
(1899) Examination. Mr. Oreswick suitably responded. (10) That the 
thanks of the meeting be given to the chairman for presiding. 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 

Members.—The number of members is now 173. 

Legal Edweation and Sheffield University College Law Classes.—It will be 
within the recollection of members that a resolution was passed at the 
general meeting, held in February, 1899, affirming the desirability of 
establishing some systematic legal training locally, either by means of a 
comprehensive county scheme, or a local one, and authorizing the com- 
mittee to take steps for carrying such resolution into effect. The 
committee hoped that they would be able to fall in with the county 
scheme, which was then being formulated by the Yorkshire Board of Legal 





Studies, and was to be carried out under the auspices of the Yorkshire 
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College, at Leeds. As, however, the board only pro , in the first 
instance, to appoint a professor and lecturers to deliver lectures in 
Leeds. the committee did not consider that, as it stood, the project 
would be of much, if any, use to students in Sheffield and district. More- 
over, a3 the whole of the subscriptions received from the Incorporated Law 
Society, from Yorkshire law societies and individual solicitors, was 
apparently being spent on the lectures in Leeds, there seemed no immediate 

rosy ect of the extension of the lectures to other places in thecounty. The 
Tovelopment of the Sheffield University College afforded a favourable 
oppertunity for conducting a local scheme, and, having ascertained that 
the college authorities would be willing to take under their auspices such a 
seheme, if properly framed, your committee appealed for subscriptions. 
About £100 a year for three years was promised by individual solicitors, 
and with the aid of £50 a year for two years certain, which the Council of 
the Incorporated Law Society were good enough to promise, a subscription 
from the Sheffield Law Students’ Society, and a guaran from the 
fonds of your society, the committee felt justified in making definite 
arrangements with the University College for the establishment of 
law classes in the session 1899-1900. The society’s thanks are due to Mr. 
Arthur Wightman, for his invaluable aid iu obtaining the £50 grant. 
The arrangements made between the committee and the college were: 
That the college should provide two law lecturers, at a combined salary of 
£180 a year, which your society had to pay; the co'lege should keep half 
the class fees to cover the general working expenses of the lectures, and 
pay over the other half to the society. The management of the lectures 
was to be controlled by a committee of the college, consisting of three 
members of your committee, and three members of the college council. 
Mr. Robert Leader, M.A., barrister-at-law, and Mr. Edward Bramley, 
M.A., solicitor, were appointed lecturers ; and two courses of classes were 
arranged, one elementary (mainly intended for articled clerks who had not 
passed their intermediate examination), and the other more advanced (for 
those who had passed their intermediate, but not their final, coneneiee. 
The courses are arranged so that students can, if they wish, take the whole 
of one in an academic year ; and all the classes are being held on one day in 
the week (Wednesday), more particularly for the benefit of students who 
live outside Sheffield. The fees in the case of articled clerks have been 
made very low. The classes commenced on the 4th of October last, at 
the opening of the college session. Fourteen students are attending 
them—a very satisfactory number considering the few articled clerks 
there are at present within the society’s district. The committee hope 
that the echeme will continue to prove successful and be made a per- 
manency, and that sometime in the future a Law chair may be established 
at the college. 

Conditions of Sale.—A question arose recently between two members of 
the eociety as to whether any undertaking or covenant for safe custody of 
deeds should be given to a purchaser, where the vendor’s property is in 
mortgage, and he sells a part of it, and the mortgagee joins in the sale and 
releases the property sold, but retains his security over the land not sold, 
and also retains the title deeds. Mr. John Dixon, before whom the com- 
mittee laid the point, thought that no such undertaking or covenant 
should be given, and altered condition No. 11 to make that apparent. 
The conditions containing this alteration, and also the one in condition 
No. 7 asto registering affidavits of intestacy, were accordingly reprinted 
and registered at Stationers’ Hall in April last. 

Revenue Cases.—The Court of Appeal have upheld the decision of the 
Divisional Court of Swayne v. Commissioners of Inland Revenue, that on the 
sale of a leasehold at an opportioned ground-rent, ad valorem duty on the 
purchase-money only can be claimed, just as on a sale of leasehoids where the 
rent has not been apportioned : see 1899, 1 Q. B., p. 335. The Divisional 
Court have decided that the only duty payable on a mere transfer of mort- 
gage is 6d per cent. on the amount actually transferred, and that no extra 
duty is chargeable in respect of a new proviso for redemption: Humphreys 
v. The Commissioners of Inland Revenue (Law Times Newspaper, 12th August, 
1899, p. 348). It will be seen from a reference to the 1896 report (p. 15) 
that for the past four years the commissioners had departed from their 
former practice, and were claimivg additional duty in respect of such new 
proviso. The Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool, who have through- 
out vigorously contested the new position of the authorities, are to be con- 
gratulated on the result. It is understood that the commissioners will not 
appeal from the decision of the Divisional Court in this case. In Knights 
Deep v¥. The Commissioners of Inland Revenue (1899, 1 Q. B., p. 345) the 
Court of Appeal, reversing the decision of the Divisional Court, have 
decided that, though a debenture repayable at a premium is chargeable as 
a security for the amount to be repaid, a debenture which may be repaid at 
the option of the borrower only at a premium, on giving certain notice, is 
cnly chargeable as a security for the sum actually borrowed. 

Incidence of Estate Duty.—It came to the knowledge of the committee 
that the Inland Revenue suthorities had changed the opinion which they 
had held since the passing of the Finance Act, 1894, that estate duty 
attached to the proceeds of sale only upon land left to trustees on trust 
for, or with power of, sale, and now considered that duty attached, in 
many cases, to the land. The Incorporated Law Society obtained some 
assurance from the commissioners on the question of this change not 
being made retrospective, but the assurance seemed to your committee 
‘omewhat vague and unsatisfactory, and they accordingly appointed a 
sub-committee to deal with the whole matter. The latter, considering 
the large amount of sales in this district which had been carried through 
without obtaining evidence of payment of estate duty, on the faith of the 
commissioners’ former practice, and the difficulties and hardships which 
would be caused if this change of practice were made retrospective, 
thought it better to get a positive assurauce that, as far as supele eales 


within the society’s district, such would not be the case, and they were 
ing one. 


successful in ob 


THE SELDEN SOCIETY. 


The following is the annual rt for 1899: The society still shows a 
slight increase in the number of its members, which was 282 for 1899, as 
compared with 273 for 1898. 

Volume XIII. of the society’s publications, for 1899, is a volume of 
‘Select Pleas of the Forests,’’ edited by Mr. G. J. Turner. It is to be 
regretted that this work, which should have been published last year, is 
not yet quite ready for publication. It will be distributed as soon as it is 
completed Volume XIV., for 1900, will be a volume ou the “ Municipal 
Records of Beverley,” by Mr. A. F. Leach. The preparation of this is 
well advanced, and it is believed that it will be ready for publication in 
the early summer. 

The proposal, expressed in last year’s report, to commence the publi- 
cation of the Year-Books of Edward II. in 1902, and to continue it in 
alternate years, must be reconsidered, and probably postponed, owing to 
the renewed and regretted illness of Professor Maitland. Tae council 
have made arrangements for the prodaction of a volume of Selections from 
the Proceedings of the Star Chamber, to be edited by Mr. I. 8. 
as the publication for 1901; and also of a volume of Selections from the 
Rolls of the Jewish Exchequer, to be edited by Mr. J. M. Rigg, as the 
publication for 1902, if (as is probable) no Year-Book can be pre . The 
council are glad to be able to report that in the production of the latter 
volume the society will have the cordial co-operation and assistance of the 
Jewish Historical Society of England. 

The period of Sir Frederick Pollock’s office as vice-president has expired. 
The council have nominated in his place Sir Howard Elphinstone, who has 
kindly consented to accept the office. The council desire to record their 
gratitude to Sir Frederick Pollock for his services as vice-president during 
the last two years. 7 

Under the rules the follo members of the council retire by rotation, 
namely: Mr. ©. I. Elton, Q.C., Sir H. Maxwell Lyte, Mr. Stuart Moore, 
Mr. Pennington, Mr. Renshaw, QO. Mr. Elton desires to be excused 
from serving again. The council have nominated in his place Sir Frederick 
Pollock, whose valuable services the council desire to retain, and who has 
consented to serve. They have also re-nominated the other retiring 
members, who are willing to serve again. No nomination has been 
received under rule 7 (a). 

The nomination of Sir Howard Elphinstone to the office of vice-president 
will create a casual vacancy in the council, where is to be filled under 
rule 8. The council: have accordingly nominated Mr. T. Oyprian 
Williams, who has consented to join. 

An abstract of the accounts, with the report of the auditors, is annexed. 
The balance in hand is considerably i owing to the delay in the 
production of Volume XIIT. James Srinztinc, Vice-President. 





UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


March 12.—Mr. W. 8. Sherrington in the chair.—The Hon. Isaac A. 
Isaacs, Q.C. (late Attorney-General fur Victoria), moved: ‘*That the 
adoption of the Referendum in legislation would prove beneficial.’’ Mr. 
E. W. Sinclair Cox opposed. Mr. C. W. Williams also spoke. Owing 
to the lateness of the hour the chairman then called upon the Hon. 
Isaac A. Isaacs to reply. The motion was carried. 


March 19.—Mr. W. 8. Sherrington in the chair. A joint debate was 
held between the above society and the Law Students’ Debating Society. 
Mr. W. J. Boycott (U.LS.) moved: ‘‘ fhat this house condemns the 
Government proposals for the re-organisation of the Army.’’ Mr. A. E. 
Clarke (L.S D.8.) opposed. The debate was continued by Messrs. 8S. E. 
Hubbard (U.L.8S.), W. A. Jolly (LS.D.8.), E. T. Close (L.S8.D.S.), 
J. Ricardo (U.L.8.), B. Kuresm (U L.8.), W. F. Symonds (U.L.%.), 
J. W. Weigall (U.L.8.); and Mr. Boycott replied. The motion was lost 
by five votes. 





SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association, 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednesday, 
the 14th inst., Mr. Richard W. ‘I'weedie ia the chair. The other directors 
present being: Mes-rs. Sidney Smith, H. Morton Cotton, W. Dowson, 
T. M. Francis (Cambridge), J. R. B. Gregory, Samuel Harris (Leicester), 
Augustus Helder, M.P. (Whitehaven), Sir George Lewis, F. Rowley Parker, 
Richard Pennington, J.P., Maurice A. Tweedie, E W. Williamson, F. T. 
Woolbert, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £400 was distributed ia 
grants of assistance, three new members were admitted to the association, 
and other general business transacted. 





On Wednesday last, says the Paris correspondent of the Deily News, in — 
the Civil Division of the Court of Appeal, judgment was delivered in a case 
in which defendant, a suburban chemist, had been sentenced by a lower 
court to pay £200 damages. On hearing confirmation of this sentence, 
the defendant, M. Bardin, carrying on business at Saint Maur, took out a 
revolver and fired thrice at the judge, shouting several times the word, 
‘Law! law! law!’’ The defendant was then overpowered by the 
Attorney-General, Me, Lombard (of Zola trial fame), and was led away. 
One of the bullets passed within twelve inches of the judge’s head; the 
other two went high. M. Bérard des Glajeux, who belo to a well- 
known family of judges, behaved very coolly, and while everybody else was 
overcome at this attempted assassination, he simply remarked to the clerk : 
‘Call the next case.’’ Hundreds of friends and strangers, including the 
President of the Republic, have sent congratulations to M. Bé dea 





| Glajeux. 
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COMPANIES. 


EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


The fifty-fifth annual general meeting of the Equity and Law Life 
Assurance Society was held on Tuesday at the Society’s House, 
18, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Mr. Czcu, Henry Rvussext (the chairman) pre- 
siding. 

The re stated that the new sums assured under 555 policies during 
the year amounted to £430,868, and £120 a year reversionary annuity, 
of which £20,798 were reassured. The new premiums had amounted to 
£22,556 4s. 5d., and the reassurance premiums to £715 9s. 6d., leaving net 
new premiums of £21,840 14s. 11d., of which £6,723 10s. 9d. were single 
premiums. The gross amount of assurances in force at the end of the 
year was £9,439,174 15s., of which £1,052,846 were reassured ; and the net 
premium income was £293,877 9s. 1ld., as against £293,720 12s. 6d. in 

ious account. The amount received for interest and dividends 

was £114,005 8s. 11d., a increase of £8,958 7s. 1d. on the corre- 
sponding figure for 1898. The profit on reversions fallen in during the 
year, and the increase consequent on the quinquennial revaluation of 
those remaining on the books, had amounted to £43,471 3s. The 
claims by death under eighty-eight policies had amounted to 
£227,552 11s., and fourteen endowment assurances, amounting to 
£11,372 12s., had matured. These sums included bonus additions 
of £51,679 13s. The directors were again happy to be able to report that 
both in number and amount the claims were within the expectation. 
The deaths of four annuitants were announced during the year, causing 
the termination of annuities of £299 18s. 4d. The funds of the society 
were increased during the year by £170,665 2s. 5d. In view of the de- 
pression in the prices of Stock Exchange securities at the end of the year, 
and of the approaching quinquennial distribution of profits, it had been 
necessary to revise the values of the society’s convertible securities. The 
directors had ordered that the values of all stocks other than those 
redeemable at a fixed date should be written up or down to the selling 
prices on the 31st of December, 1899, and the sum at which the convertible 
securities stood in the published accounts of the society was their value 
thus ascertained. In the case of redeemable stocks no adjustment was 
a as the society writes off annually such sums as will bring the 
book values of these investments to redemption prices on or before the 
dates of yment. Excluding reversions, outstanding premiums and 
interest, and cash at bank, the funds were invested to produce an average 
rate of £3 15s. 2d., as compared with £3 15s. per cent. in the preceding 
account. The calculations of the society’s liabilities at the close of the 
So were far advanced, and the directors proposed at an early 
te to present a statement thereon declaring the sum available as bonus. 

Mr. A. F. Burripee (actuary and secretary) having read the advertise- 
ment convening the meeting, 

The Cuarmman moved the adoption of the report. He remarked that the 
new business during the year 1899, though not a large business, was still 
good business. 555 new policies had been issued assuring in round figures 
£430,800. The net new premiums had amounted to £22,556, of which 
£6,700 were single premiums. The profit on reversions fallen in and the 
net increase in the value in consequence of the quinquennial revaluation 
amounted to £43,400. On the other side, there had been eighty-eight 
claims by death upon which the society had paid £227,000 and fourteen 
endowment assurances had matured upon which they had paid £11,300. 
Of these sums £51,600 was bonus. Both in number and in amount 
these claims were within the expectation and yielded a satisfactory 
profit to the society. It might interest the meeting to have a short 
analysis of the ages at which these claims had matured. Of those who 
died under 50 years of age the society had paid 18; of those between 50 
and 60, 24; of those between 60 and 70,20; between 70 and 80,16; and 
80 and u , 10. Speaking of the extreme ages on this table, he said 
that over 29 per cent. of the claims had been upon lives aged seventy and 

For three succeesive years the claims in respect of mortality had 
been below the expectation, and had given a profit to the society. As he 
had said last year he must say upon the present occasion, it must not be 
expected that such a state of things would alwayscontinue Claims in the 
past history of the society had, on certainly one occasion, exceeded 
the tion, but on the whole they had enjoyed a wonderful 
immunity from a loss. However, it was not prudent to overlook 
the fact that the rate of mortality in the future might rise. The 
cost of doing the business was such as would, he hoped, commend 
iteelf to their judgment. Including commission it amounted to less than 
10 per cent. of the premium income. He believed that was a rate 
which they would consider as highly satisfactory. The interest and 
dividends during the year shewed an increase of £8,900. The total funds 
had increased by £170,600. The present year was the last of the quin- 
quennium, and the society had to revalue its assets and liabilities. The 
board had decided, with respect to Stock Exchange securities, to have 
them revalued at the end of the year—namely, on the 31st of December, 
1899. They had been revalued at the selling value on that date, with the 
e tion of securities which were terminable, and which had been 
pooled for by means of a sinking fund. That date was, in the interests 
of the society, a decidedly fortunate one, because it had secured a valua- 
tion of the investments at almost low water-mark. Since that valuation 
they had appreciated, and there could be no reasonable doubt that in the 
future they would appreciate, as the directors believed, largely. The 
figure at which these securities stood in the accounts was extremely 
low. This meant security and a possible future reserve. The society’s 
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siderably smaller sum by way of reserve would be recommended at 
the bonus meeting in respect of this class of investment. The 
rate of interest had improved very slightly. For the year 1898 it was 
£3 15s. per cent., and this year £3 15s. 3d. That was a low rate of 
interest, but everybody knew the great difficulty there was in getting a 
higher rate with complete security. The directors tried to be as careful as 
they could. Speaking of claims, there was one class which he desired to 
mention as possibly occurring, those in connection with the war. Strictly 
speaking this was rather a question for the bonus meeting. He did 
not therefore propose to say anything as to the amount of reserve 
which would be suggested, though the board would ask that a reserve 
should be made. The risk on lives of officers in South Africa 
amounted to £207,800. A year ago the society issued a naval 
and military scheme granting policies to all officers in three different 
classes, under each of which the society charged, in addition to the 
ordinary premium due to the state of health, a small annual 
premium which continued until the officer retired from the service. 
Those who availed themselves of that mode of assurance were, however, 
free from all further charge whether on foreign service in peace or on 
foreign service in war. Of these the society had a certain number of 
policies. Others, who had had no desire to avail themselves of the naval 
and military scheme, had taken out ordinary policies, and had therefore 
been charged an extra war rate, and the rate the society in common 
with many other offices had charged was £5 5s. per cent., which he did 
not think anyone could say with justice was excessive. Those most 
interested in forming a judgment—namely, the officers themselves, the 
assured, he believed, considered that the society had treated them 
well. In addition to the officers of the regular army there were also 
insurances upon the lives of members of the militia, yeomanry, and 
volunteers, not only of officers but of those who had gone out in 
the ranks in evidence of that magnificent spirit of patriotism the nation 
had witnessed. These had not contemplated anything like active war 
service, and the society could not now make any charge to them, becauee 
their policies were free from any condition. Having regard to the large sums 
thus at risk, the directors would at the bonus meeting propose to make a 
reserve. Hitherto the society were aware of only two claims in consequence 
of the war. One was a claim of small amount—£200; the other was 
considerably larger. But it was the business of the society to insure, and 
they must take the consequent risk and the duty of paying any claim that 
might arise. Not only had the society to look forward to claims for death 
in cases of this kind, but they had to reckon with the possibility of 
life being impaired owing to the hardships gone through. There were 
good reasons for believing that that might not be the case to such an extent 
as was usual in most wars, for the marvellous climate of South Africa 
seemed to enable men to undergo hardships which in a European war could 
not be possible with equal immunity. There was an item in the accounts 
he would ask the meeting to sanction. The directors had contributed to the 
Transvaal War Fund the sum of a hundred guineas, and he was quite sure 
that no one would object to their having so far stepped outside the lines of 
their strict duty. This was the fifty-fifth year of the society’s existence and 
the last of the eleventh quinquennium. It mightinterest the meeting to know 
what had been the growth of the society during the quinquennium. The 
premium income had risen from £258,500 to £293,700, and increase of over 
£35,000. The interest and dividends had increased from £88,300 to 
£114,000, an increase of £25,700. The amount of funds was at the 
beginning of the quinquennium £2,836,000, they were now £3,608,900. 
The net sums on risk in the office were £7,422,700 at the beginning of the 
quinguennium, they were £8,386,000 at the end. That was, he was 
advised and believed, a satisfactory as opposed to a sensational increase. 
That had been obtained at_a very moderate rate of expense. ‘The 
expenses of management, including commission, had been throughout 
the quinquennium less than 10 per cent., as they were at thie 
resent moment. The society could have had a greater increase of 
usiness if they had been willing to pay very largely increased com- 
missions. They had had offers of that kind of business, but the directors 
had always thought it more to the intere.t of the society to obtain a 
moderate amount of first-class business at moderate rates of commis- 
sion. During the year the society had sold a considerable part of their 
Consols. In 1898 they held £83,000, now they held £24,000. They had 
sold out at a little over £109, and he thought the course of events had 
shewn that they did not do unwisely. The profit which the society had 
realized by that sale, together with the profit on the valuation of the stocks, 
had been used to write the values to their present figure in the account, 
which was the selling price, as he had said, on the 3lst of December, 189). 
The selling price at the present moment was greater, and would in the 
future, he believed, be very much higher But it had been used not to 
write off a loss, but to make the balance-sheet as stringent as is possibly 
could be made, and ther fore to be one which the directors considered 
should be approved and adopted. 4 

Mr. F. Peake (deputy-chairman) seconded the motion, observing with 
regard to the mortgage securities that the Chairman had stated that at the 
previous quinquennium £15,000 was set aside to provide fur contingencies. 
The whole of the mortgage securities had been carefully investigated 
within the last four or five months and the result had been that instead of 
£15,000 being set aside, only £10,000 would be necessary. 

The motion was carried. 

On the motion of Mr. Ricnanp Saurru, seconded by the Derury-Cuataman, 
Mr. Rd. Stephens Taylor was elected a director in the room of the late Mr. 
J. M. Clabon, deceased. 

On the motion of Mr. J. Suvi, seconded by Mr. J. T. Puron, the 
directora retiring by rotation, —viz., the Right Hon. Lord Macnaghten, Sir 
Howard W. Elphinstone, Bart., the Right Hon. Alexander Staveley 
Hill, D.C.L., Q.C., M.P., and Mr. George Rooper, were re-elected. 
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On the motion of Mr. Kiscu, seconded by Mr. Kennarp Batt, the 
auditors, Mr. A. H. Bailey and Mr. D. Pitcairn, were re-elected. 

Mr. Prrcarrn moved a vote of thanks to the directors, which was seconded 
by Mr. C. Wican, and agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN returned thanks. 

On the motion of Mr. G. L. Wuartety, seconded by Mr. R. 8. Taytor, a 
yote of thanks was passed to the auditors. 

The CHarrMAN observed that in the course of a couple of months he 
hoped to ask the shareholders to meet to receive the bonus report. He 
moved a vote of thanks to the officials for their most valuable services, 

icularly referring to Mr. Burridge (the actuary and secretary), and 
Mr. Phelps (the assistant-actuary), Dr. Symes Thompson (the medical 
officer), Messrs. Rooper & Whately (the solicitors), as well az all the 
members of the staff, including the agents who worked for the society with 
such success. He found it difficult to say how much he was indebted to Mr. 
Burridge and to Mr. Phelps. Theassistance they had given him personally was 
of the greatest possible value, and that assistance had been always given 
him in the most kindly and willing manner. He had to thank them for 
the most efficient way in which the business of the office had been con- 
ducted, especially in this year, when the quinquennial valuation had 
thrown upon them such an excessive amount of labour. 

Mr. Justice GrantHam seconded the motion, which was adopted. 

Mr. Burripce returned the thanks on behalf of his colleagues and him- 
self. As the years went by and the Equity and Law became more widely 
known, both in London and the country, it was only patural on an occasion 
such as the present that he should be Only too glad of the opportunity of 
joining his acknowledgments to those of the chairman for the very valu- 
able assistance received from the inspectors and agents. He was sure that, 
stimulated by this vote of confidence, the exertions of the staff would be 
sustained on behalf of the society in a very high degree of activity. 

A vote of thanks to the chairman, moved by Mr. R. Sir, and seconded 
by Mr. Tuompson Powe t, terminated the proceedings. 





LAW ACCIDENT INSURANCE SOCIETY, 


The seventh annual general meeting of the Law Accident Insurance 
Society was held on Wednesday at the head offices, 215, Strand, Mr. 
Ricuarp PennincTon, the chairman, presiding. 

The report stated that the income of the society for the year had 
amounted to £155,462 Os. 1d., as against £130,383 7s. 9d. for the previous 
financial year. The claims had amounted to £78 2538 12s. 9d., and the 
re-insurance premiums to £17,325 6s. 3d. The expenses of management 
were £23,358 11s. 9d., and the commission £16,984 3s. 4d. A sum of 
£3,690 2s. 2d. had been allowed by way of bonuses to policyholders. 
The balance of cost of office furniture—viz., £951 63. 1d.—had been 
written off, so that no sum now appeared under this heading as an asset 
in the balance-sheet. After allowing and providing for all items of 
income and expenditure, there remained a reserve fund of £20,000 
and a credit balance of £40,031 0s. 3d., together £60,031 Os, 3d. 
Out of this credit balance the directors recommended (1) that a dividend 
of 7 per cent. (free of income tax) should be paid for the year 1899, (2) 
that the sum of £2,500 should be transferred to the reserve fund, which 
will then stand at £22,500. The society had made satisfactory progress 
during the past year. ‘There had been a steady increase in several 
departments, but chiefly in connection with employers’ liability. Great 
care had been exercised in the selection of risks, and in adjusting fair but 
sufficient premiums. 

Mr. Epwarp T. Cuirrorp (manager and secretary) having read the 
advertisement convening the meeting, 

The Cuamman, in moving the adoption of the report, said he 
thought the shareholders would agree that it was a ~— satisfactory 
one and that they were to be congratulated upon the result of 
the year’s operations. The claim ratio proved that the business 
has been obtained at very satisfactory rates. He believed it was a 
fact that no other company shewed so large an increase in home 
business, the premium income being practically derived from British 
business. Only two other accident companies in Great Britain did a larger 
British business than that which was done by this society, which, the 
shareholders. would remember, only came into existence in the year 1892. 
He need hardly say that the greatest care was taken in the selection of 
risks, and that adequate premiums had been obtained for risks 
undertaken. The interest and dividends and profits on securities 
shewed a diminution as compared with last year, but in fact the interest 
received was greater, very few alterations having been made in the 
securities, therefore the profit on securities realized happened to be 
nominal. The transfer fees were less than they were in any previous 
year, which proved that the shareholders had shewn little disposition 
to part with their shares, but had stuck to them, and he hoped that 
they would be satisfied that their judgment upon that point was 
sound. The payment of £78,000 odd for claims, as mentioned in the 
report, proved how useful the society had shewn itself to be. The ratio 
of claims paid and outstanding to the gross premium income was 51 per 
cent., and the ratio to the net premium income (that is, less reinsurances 
and bonuses to policyholders) was 59°31 per cent. He hoped the share- 
holders would consider that this, too, was a subject for congratulation. 
There was a elight increase in the ratio of management expenses and 
commission, which was due mainly to the fact that the item of furniture had 

been wiped out—approximately from £900 to £1,000—and to some equip- 
ment expenses having been paid which might have been charged to capital 
account. Had they been so treated the ratio of expenses to gross or 
net premium income would have been less than it was last year. 
Considerable sums had been spent during the past year in office furniture, 
particularly at the various branches; but it had been thought better to 


charge this expense against revenue, as also the whole of the furniture 
account, so that the society had an asset of value which did not appear in 
the report. There was a very item in the balance-sheet under the 
heading of ‘* Ou ing p ums and balances due from branches 
and agents and under treaties.” The amount (£29,165 9s. 9d.) was 
approximately the same as it was last year. At the last general meeting 
he had taken the opportunity of saying that the ordinary outstandings 
amounted to £10,000 or £11,000, and the balance to £18,000, which was 
chiefly attributable to the society's treaty arrangements; and about the same 
proportions ruled now. It would be understood that the balances due at 
the 3lst of December by other companies to the society could not be 
paid on that date, and therefore they were left outstanding until the 
accounts could be made up by the other companies in the usual way. The 
item might be regarded not only as a safe, but as a satisfactory one, 
because it indicated that the society was doing a very considerable busi- 
ness under a system of insurance they were desirous of cultiva 
namely, treaty re-insurance. The net result of the year’s business, 
bringing forward last year’s balances, and after making full provision for 
outstanding claims and indebtedness, was that the society was left with a 
reserve fund, or what might be regarded as a surplus reserve fund, of 
£20,000, and a balance in the revenue account of £40,031, a result w 
which the shareholders might be congratulated. The directors, 
taking everything into consideration, came to the conclusion that the 
society might pay a slightly increased dividend this year of 1 per 
cent., making it 7 per cent., and transfer the sum of £2,500 to the 
reserve fund, feeling assured that after this transfer and payment 
there was ample provision left for contract liabilities. The board had 
been looking with much interest at the results, so far, of the 

of the Workmen’s Compensation Act. He wished to make it clear 
that they had pursued the system adopted by them in the earlier 

of the career of the society—namely, that of commuting as promptly as 
possible any liability for accidents under the Act instead of allowing them 
to develop into annuities which, though establishing a favourable claim 
ratio for the present, must, of necessity, undermine an insurance company 
eventually, unless a sum equal to the capitalized annuity was charged at 
once to the revenue account. From the point of view of the board, the 
most striking feature in the result of the operations of the Act was that the 
liability was much less than that which it was assumed it would be by 
employers and the public as well as insurance companies. It was to be hoped 
that the anomalies and obscurities which had been proved to exist by the 
decisions of the courts would beremedied when anew Act was passed to extend 
the benefits to classes of the community not included in the present Act. It 
was fair to say that the present Act involved an entirely new principle 
of British law, that it was carried through the Houses of Parliament under 
pressure of time, and that it was regarded as largely experimental, and 
that one result had been that very 1} sums of money had gone into the 
pockets of injured people which, but for the Act, S—— been frittered 
away in costs in the determination of liability. The business of the society 
was growing, and the shareholders might rest assured that the board were 
not cutting rates to secure business. They would not take business unless 
they were satisfied that, in their opinicn, the premium was a proper one 
for the risk; and they found that employers were increasingly anxious as 
to the very considerable deferred liability there was under the Act, and 
correspondingly anxious to place their business with offices of unquestion- 
able financial standing, and he hoped they might consider that the Law 
Accident was one of these offices. 

Mr. W. Mgtmorn Watters seconded the motion, and it was carried. 

On the motion of the Cuarnman, seconded by Mr. Maynarp, the retiring 
directors, Mr. J. S. Beale and Mr. Sam Bircham, were re-elected. 

Mr. Bearz, in returning thanks, said that there could be no better 
education than that obtained in working for the company. Whatever 
experience a member of the legal profession might have had before joinin 
the board he certainly went through a most useful education at the board 
week by week and year by year. 

Mr. Brrcuam also returned thanks. 

Mr. F. L. H. Coxxms moved the re-election of the auditors, Messrs. Price, 
Waterbouse, & Co., at the same time ing a hope that the 7 per cent. 
dividend would not be exceeded until the society had a very large reserve 
fund. He was satisfied the business of the society would go on increasing 
under its present able management. 

Mr, Snow seconded the motion, which was carried. 

Mr. Jonnson moved a vote of thanks to the board, and to the manager 
and staff, speaking in high terms of their services. 

Mr. Cottris seconded the motion, and it was agreed to. 

The Cuarmman, in returning thanks on behalf of himself and his 
colleagues, said they formed an excellent board which never shirked any 
duty cast upon them and he was satisfied the shareholders could not be 
better represented. The society could not pay have a more energetic, 
able, and zealous manager if they searched England through. He never 
spared himself and it would be extremely difficult to fill his place. The 
staff was very numerous and he could testify to their zeal and industry, 
which was beyond all praise. The agents all over the country were assiduous 
and sent a very large amount of business to the society. He hoped this 
state of things might continue for many years and that the society would 
increase, as it had always been hoped it would do, year by year. 





Mr. Justice Phillimore and Mr. Justice Bucknill will be the Judges who 
will attend on the Northern Circuit at the ensuing spring assizes ; Mr. 
Justice Kennedy will go on the North-Eastern Circuit. Manchester and 
Liverpool only will be visited on the former, and Leeds only on the latter 
circuit, 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The annual dinner in connection with this society was held at the Grand 
Hotel on Saturday evening, the president (Lord Justice Vaughan Williams) 
peosiding. Among those present were Mr. M. D. Chalmers, C.8.I., Mr. 
A. R. Jelf, Q.C., and Mr. H. Y. Stanger, Q.C. 

After the usual loyal toast, Lord Justice VaucHan Wi urams delivered 
his presidential address, which took the form of a long, highly technical, 
and learned dissertation upon certain points in the law of agency. His 
lordship quoted authorities upon the question of the ratification of an 
agent’s act by his principal from the Roman and English law, and referred 
to the rulings of eminent judges of the present day and of past generations. 

Lord Justice Vaveuan Witu1ams then pro the toast of ‘* The Bir- 
mingham Law Students’ Society,’’ remarking that he thought it was most 
desirable there should be such asociety as that, not only in order that those 
who were its members <n gee successful hereafter, but also for the reason 
that when they studied the law from a scientific and theoretical 
point of view, even though it might not assist them in their professional 
careers—and he did not at all say it did not—it lent a charm to their 
practice, and made them regard the law not only as a means of getting 
on, but as something which might be a pleasure to them. Although they 
might not be able to put their finger upon definite evidence of the fact, he 
did believe that the taking of a theoretical interest in the law was rather 
a characteristic of the British nation. It was that to a large extent which 
had led to our sense of justice, and this sense of justice was helping us 
very much just now, because, although jealous people on the Continent 
did not happen to be saying very pleasant things about us, they were 
obliged somewhat reluctantly to say that, although they could not do 
otherwise than condemn our brutal violence and overbearing habits, after 


toast the name of Mr. J. W. Hallam, the hon. secretary of the society. 

Mr. Hatta, in responding, expressed pleasure at seeing present 80 
many of the honorary members, who had contributed so much to the 
success of the society. 

The toast of ‘‘ The City and Corporation’’ was proposed by Mr. M. D. 
Cuamasrs, C.S.I., who paid a tribute to the hospitality of Birmingham. 
——- with the toast the name of the Deputy Lord Mayor (Sir James 

ith 


Sir James Situ returned thanks for the cordiality with which the toast 
had been received, and said that one of the chief reasons of the strength 
and confidence in their municipal work among the entire community was, 
that they had always had good men ready to stand forward and 
serve the city. Ever since the incorporation, sixty years ago, there had 
always been many members of the legal profession who had added greatly 
to the dignity and importance of the council, and had assisted materially 
in its work. From their training they had the ability to grasp large 
subjects; they had no narrow views as to expenditure; they were not 
frightened at the magnitude of any scheme which was necessary. He 
found to-day that the number of law students in Birmingham was about 
120. There seemed to be no close season for law students, and he often 
wondered what became of them all after they had qualified. He thought 
the progress of the city could be judged to some extent by the fact that 
forty-five years ago there were only 153 solicitors practising in Birming- 
ham ; to-day there were more than 430. He believed that one of the 
causes of the success of Birmingham had been that there had been so 
many able solicitors to give good legal advice, and that they had had clients 
eensible enough to follow it. 

Mr. A. H. Cotzy spoke to the toast of ‘‘ The Bench and the Bar.” 

Mr. Jetr, Q.0., responded, observing that he had always taken a great 
interest in that kind of society, and especially in the Birmingham Law 


Mr. G. CO. Pzarson submitted the toast of ‘‘ The Birmingham Law 
Society,’’ which, he said, in all ways it could, furthered the ends of true 
justice, and also helped the law students of the city to attain that high 
standard necessary for them before they could enter the ranks of the 
honourable and learned body of solicitors. He compared the bonds of 
union which at present existed between the Birmingham Law Society and 
the Law Students’ Society to those between the mother country and the 
colonies. With such an example before them it would always be the 
desire of the students, when they in turn became solicitors, to preserve 
spotless the reputation of a society whose continued efforts had so long 

and encouraged the law students of Birmingham. 

Mr. Ww. Barxzow, hon. secretary, whose name was coupled with the 
toast, replied. In the course of a brief speech he remarked that there 
were two duties which a principal owed to his articled clerk—to provide 
him instruction in the theory of the law, and to give him plenty of work, 
in order that he might see how that theory was worked out in practice. 
And, on the other hand, he would like to impress upon any articled clerks 
present that they should not be afraid to do any work which might come 
their hands, even though it might be in the nature of drudgery. Con- 

ing, Mr. Barrow claimed that no claes of men in the country had 

ities cast upon them or more confidence shewn in them 
solicitors, and that societies like theirs would always have a place to 
in maintaining the honourable traditions of the body to which they 

The health of the it was heartily drunk, on the proposition of 
Mr. H. Y. Srancerr, Q@.C. 

The Pxrestpent suitably acknowledged the toast, and confessed to a 
regret that it did not fall to bis duty now to travel as judge of aesize. It 
was very to be brought into touch with the members of his 
profession by that means, and the Court of Appeal was a dull place. 
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LEGAL NEWS. 


APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. R. D. M. Lirrizr, Q.0., O.B., has been re-elected Chairman of the 
Middlesex County Council. 
Sir Forrest Friron, Q.C., has (subject to the approval of the Queen 


been elected Recorder of London. He was called to the bar in 1872, an 
has been Common Serjeant of the City of London. 





CHANGE IN PARTNERSHIP. 
DissoLuTIon. 

Joun Oaxpen Swirt and Epwin Peace, solicitors (John O. Swift & 
Peace), Liverpool. Feb. 24. The said Edwin Peace will continue to carry 
on business at Pearl Assurance-buildings, Liverpool, aforesaid. 

[ Gazette, March 20 





GENERAL. 


The Lord Chief Justice has consented to deliver, as President of the 
Society of Comparitive Legislation, an address in June next. 


Mr. Justice Kennedy has fixed Monday, the 7th of May, as the 
commission day at Leeds for the spring assizes on the North-Eastem 
Circuit. 

It is announced that Mr. Justice Farwell, having finished his list, will 
not sit again until Tuesday nextj-when a new transfer of causes will be 
ready for him. 

The annual general meeting of the Selden Society will be held iu the 
Council Room, Lincoln’s-inn Hall, on Wednesday, the 28th of March, 
1900, at 4.30 p.m. 

Lord James’ Money-lending Bill was read a third time in the House of 
Lords on Thursday last. : 


The judges (Phillimore and Bucknill, JJ.) have fixed the following 
commission days for holding the Spring Assizes on the Northern Circuit— 
viz , Manchester, April 19; Liverpool, May 2. 

The annual dinner of the Hardwicke Society will take place at the 
Trocadero Restaurant on Wednesday, the 25th of April next, when the 
Speaker, Lord Rathmore, and Lord Kobertson will be among the guests. 


On the second reading of the Companies Bill, says the Times, Mr. Kimber 
intends to move, ‘‘ That this House will not sanction a Bill which gives to 
simple contract creditors a preferential right to payment of their debts 
over the claims of creditors holding debentures and debenture stock, 
interferes with freedom of contract, and invalidates many millions of com- 
mercial securities created in good faith, and with notice to all the world 
having dealings with companies.”’ 

In the House of Commons on the 17th inst, Mr. Caldwell asked the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, whether he could now state the total 
British costs arising out of the Venezuelan Arbitration, and whether it was 
proposed that these costs should be defrayed or reimbursed by British 
Guiana. Mr. Brodrick said the expenses incurred between 1895 and the 
present date amount to £65,625. There had never been any proposal that 
British Guiana should defray any part of the costs. 

Wellington Wells, clerk of the Equity Session, says the Boston (U.S.) 
Record, is a Latin scholar of no mean attainments. Owing to exceptional 
circumstances the equity list for the next sitting was ordered to be printed, 
and Mr. Wells sent the ‘‘ copy ’’ to the printer with the ancient and time- 
honoured heading: ‘‘ Coram Hardy, J.’’ Unfortunately, the printer is 
not co profound a scholar as Mr. Wells, and, unaccustomed to seeing 
more than the justice’s name at the head of court lists, lcaped to the 
conclusion that a new member of the bench had been app inted, Corom 
by name, so he followed his logic to the legitimate conclusion, and the new 
list appears adorned with the cabalistic head: ‘‘ Coram, J.”’ 


A correspondent of the Albany Law Journal residing in Denver, Ovl., 
says that in a recent issue of one of the Sunday papers of Denver 
the following appeared: ‘‘ Wanted—A Lawyer. Inquire at No. — 
Eleventh-street.”” One of the ‘‘ boys”? who has a sort of headquarters at 
our correspondent’s office, thinking to turn an honest dollar, called at the 
house and said that he had seen the advertisement, &. The lady of the 
house, who answered the bell, dashed his hopes of reward by remarking: 
‘*It was alla mistake; my husband advertised for a Sawyer, but the 
intelligent compositor e it Lawyer. You, sir, are the one hundred 
and eightieth lawyer that has called here in answer to that advertise- 
ment.” 


By an Order in Council, says the Times, a copy of which has just been 
laid on the table of the House of Commons, a remarkable extradition 
treaty has come into force. The high contracting parties to this new 
treaty are, on the one hand, her Majesty Queen Victoria and, on the 
other, the little Republic of San Marino, with its area of twenty-three 

uare miles. The treaty itself was concluded on the 16th of Octuber, 
1899, ‘‘ between her Majesty and the Captains Regent of the Most Serene 
Republic of San Marino for the mutual extradition of fugitive criminals." 
The formal ratifications of this treaty were exchanged at Rome on the 5th 
of December, 1899. As a consequence of these mutual agreements, her 
Majesty now, by and with the advice of her Privy Council, and in virtue 
of the authority committed to her by the Extradition Acts, 1870 to 1895, 
ordains that from and after the 19th of March, 1900, these Acts sball apply 
in the case of San Marino and of the treaty concluded with the Captains 
Regent of the Republic of San Marino. The articles of the treaty 
mins the crimes or offences for which extradition is to be mutually 
granted follow the lines of previous Extradition Acts. 
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At the monthly dinner of the London Chamber of Commerce on 
Wednesday, there was read a paper contributed by Lord Avebury, in the 
course of which he pointed out that the indebtedness of local bodies 
already much exceeded £100,000,000. If the present tendency continued, 
it would reach many hundreds of millions. It was, indeed, rapidly 
assuming gigantic proportions. The following were among the businesses 
which various municipalities in Bills before Pariiament this Session asked 
for powers to undertake: Banking, pawnbroking, coal supply, saddlery, 
telephones, tailoring, manufacture of electrical fittings, of the residual 
products of gas, supply of apparatus for games, Turkish baths, cold-air 
stores, refrigerators, estate agency, printing, and constructing lifts. 

On Monday, says the Times, the Lord Chief Justice and a —~ jury 
disposed of the first case in the list by midday. The second case was 
settled, and in the third and last case in the list application was made by 
the leading counsel for the defendant that it might stand over till Tuesday 
on the ground that the brief in the case had only just been delivered to 
him. The Lord Chief Justice inquired the reason for counsel be’ 
instructed at the last moment, and was informed that the lay client 
been unable to make up his mind as to the counsel he desired to represent 
him. His lordship, in acceding to the learned counsel’s application, 
remarked that there had been great mortality amongst the cases which 
had been before him recently. It was a matter of much regret that more 
information was not given to the officers of the court as to the character 
of cases which were coming into the list, su that they might be enabled to 
make up the list for the day satisfactorily. 


In a case in the Supreme Court, says the Indianapolis Press, it was 
alleged that interlineatiuns had been made in the papers after they were 
filed, and the papers were submitted to expert chemists to decide whether 
the interlineations had been made after the papers were filed or at the 
time the paper was drawn. The process followed by the chemists was 
simple, though tedious. Hypochloride of soda was the only chemical 
used by one expert, but the result was the same as that arri at by the 
other experts. Tests were made on each line of the document submitted. 
The soda bleached the ink, and, as the writing in some parts was done 
many years ago, the first drop of soda was pluced on a line which was not 
in controversy. The writing slowly faded, and it was fifty-one seconds 
befcre it was bleached. A drop on another interlineation faded the 
writing in forty-nine seconds, on another in fifty-one seconds, and the 
interlineations made when the paper was first written faded in about fifty 
reconds on an average. Suddenly the ink of one of the interlineations 
faded in fifteen seconds, and the conclusion was at once reached that 
it was fresher ink than the others, as the ink had not had time 
to thoroughly permeate the fibre of the paper. Several interlineations 
were found to fade in from thirteen to sixteen seconds, and these were 
marked as having been made at a more recent date. After all inter- 
lineations had been so marked, the next step was to ascertain as nearly 
as possible, at what date the interlineations were made, and for this 
purpose many manuscripts in which similar ink was used on the same 
kind of paper were taken. When the fading took place in twenty seconds, 
manuscripts but a month apart in writing were used, and the a 
fourteen and fifteen seconds was thus fixed in a certain month. e 
examining chemists know nothing of the points in the controversy, and 
the report was made that certain interlineations were probably made in 
the specified month. The attorneys in the care were amazed, as the 
month named was that in which they believed the more recent writing 
hed been done. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or Reoistnans 1x ATTENDANCE ON 
Apres Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No, 2. STIRLING, KeExewics. 
Mr. Lavie Mr. Church Mr. Pemberton 
i Greswell Jackson 
Lavie Church Pemberton 
Carrington Jackson 
Lavie Church Pemberton 
Carrington Greswéll Jackson 
Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Bygug. Cozkns-Hanpy. Farwe.. Buck.ey. 
26 Mr. Leach Mr. Beal Mr. King Mr. Jackson 
Godfrey Pugh Farmer Pemberton 
Leach Béal King Carrington 
Godfrey Pugh Farmer Layie 
Leach Beal King agh 
Godfrey Pugh Farm Bel 














THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 
£7.—Messrs. Depennam, Tzwsoy, Farmer, & Bripaswaresp, at the Mart, at 2 :— 
ehold House and Shop, No. 27, Duke-street, Manch uare, Solicitor, 
‘alter B, Styer, Esq Londen. (Bee advertisement, March 17, p. 4. 
] LE F aengs - Baarigenin, De ioe OF 
$q ui e urance Society, gen » DP ° c! . 
a Ellis, Bickersteth, & Bil ndon my Brie ra sy March 17, p. 4.) 
i 28.—M Dove.ss Young pL the Mart, at 2: 


essrs. 
nm | Residences, let at from ; leases 68 yéars q tors, 
. Tamplin, Tayler, & Joseph, London.— Camberwell ; Fi ‘ouses, 

g Croft wrtimer, 

Fond : Upminster, 
. Rawlings & Landon, 





Mean O, &  Woodrolle London (Bee advertisements, March 17, p.4.) 
Messrs. C, & E. Wi London. (See 17, p. 4.) 
2160 pe a ne art th vesen OB enh tb ky ct, Meteete, 
H.C. "Also Ground-rent of 108 per annum, with reversion in 68 years; and 46, 


U Thames-street, let at £350 annum. Solicitors, Messrs. 
& London. (See advertisement, March 17, p. 4.) 
March 29.—Mesars, Norton, Trist, & GriBeRt, at the Mart: Cubitt Town Wharf, with a 


‘RI 
a OP LS Fb Fy 4 eg 
RS pm Nate P hd ~ TT ; floor of 88,000 sq. ft. 
Two Covered Stores, House, and Shaft 0 feet high 
Messrs. urst, Morris, Crisp, & Uo., (See advertisement, week, p. 5.) 
RESULTS OF SALES. 
Messrs. C.C. & T. Moone sold at the Mart on Thursday, a House in Dames-road, 
Forest Gots, $00 Sar 5 Te £250; a Residence in 


‘ouses in 
Na £500; Three Freehold in £360; a Leasehold 
House for £140; Seven in Livingstone-road, £500. 


2 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette. Faipay, March 16. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep 1» CHarceny. 
Carrapato Gotp Minxixe Co or Braz, Lontep—By an order made by wi, J., dated 
ordered that the voluntary wind continued 


Feb 28, it was e jing up of the company 4 

Stevens, 7, King ot, Cheagaiie, seuss fee gtere 

Concorp1a CoxsouipaTep Mixes Co, Limirtp—Petn for op ett ok 

directed to be heard on March 28. Golding & Hargrove, $9, st, solors for 

petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 

the afternoon of March 27 

E. Bisnor & Sons, Limirgp—Petn for up, presented March 13, directed to be 

heard on Wednesday, March 28. Busk & for Miller & Son, Bristol, solors for 

+> Sin ts must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
afternoon of 27 


Hauirax Capinet Manuractusers Co, Limirgp (1x Votuntary Liquipatiox) —Creditors 
are required, on or before A: 14, to send their names and and the 
ticulars of their debts or to Joshua Ernest Hoyle, Crossley st, x. 
son, Halifax, solor for liquidator 

Herpecsere Union Laxp Co, Lumtsp —Creditors are required, on or before April 19, to 
send their and the particulars of claims or debts, to Charles 


names and 
Alfred Underwood, 139, Cannon st 
Hewry Rirtep Basket Exciveeginc anp Smatt Anus Co, ay 7 LIQUIDATION FOR 
THE PurposE or ReconstructTion)—Creditors are required, on or before April 18, to send 
their of their debts or claims, to Sir Albert 
Kaye Rollit, Adrian Charles , William Ramsay-L’Amy, and Henry William 
Holland, Blenheim Works, Eagle Wharf rd, London 


INTERNATIONAL INDUSTRIAL DICATE, Lim1rEp—By an order made by W! J. dated 
Gonearood 1s, Senieente’ tom Wiest - hy se oe . 
2, Berjeants' 
J. L, Kenvepy & Co, Limite: = are Sebi one before 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Williamson, 
37, Brown st, Orford & Sons, Manchester, solors to liq 


Suaws, Bryant, & Co, qe tt eg FO SF to be 
heard on March 28. Styer, 2, Threadneedle st, solor petners. Notice of appearing 

must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 27 
Srayparp Merats Recovery oO Lunrrep—Petn for up, Liverpool, saor fr 
or 


solors 
the above-named not later than 6 0’ in the 


Wor.p’s Dispensary Mepicat AssooraTion, Limrrep—Creditorsar required, on or before 
April 30, to send their names and and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Robinson & Stannard, 19, Eastcheap, solors to liquidator 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Breck ae Worxixc Men’s Cxivus, 9, Manorley lane, Buttershaw, Bradford, Yorks. 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, March 20. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luatep m CHanozry. 
ay oe! & Te omy x winding . March 9, wy to be 
eard March 28. King st, or Simpson Simpson, 
solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of March 27 
Cartsuams Spizit Co, Limrrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 17, to send their names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to John Aanan, 54, Coleman st 
Hovenrton Bros. & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Tuesday, 17, 
to send their names and and the of their debts or to 
Edmund Hemingway, Bank chmbrs, Batley. Neill & Ho’ , Bradford, solors for 
Lonpon anp Scorrisn Contract Corporation, Lim 


liquidator 

wy py FS 
before April 17, to send their names and and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Oscar Gottfried Stoer, c/o Dixon & Co, Savoy mansions, The Savoy, London 
Moror ArracuMENT SynvicaTE, Liwrrep—Creditors are required, on or before — 
to and and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Goddard, 46 & 47, London wall 


pames 
Movust Matootm Propaiztary Goup Mixes, Loursp—Petn for windiag presented 
directed to be heard on March 28 Clifton, 4, New et, Lincoln's ina. solor for 


pees oS segueing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’tlock jn the 

Newport (Mon.) Mopet Lopame Hovsss Co, Limrrep (1x Liquipatiow are 

requited aah my yyy He sdinenin eek the peteuaecad 

their de ie ee a ee ee Pratt, 
‘or 


Cardiff, 
Nive Synpicate, Lunren—Creditors are required, on or before A’ to send their 
names and addresses, and the particular of oe or So 
99, Gresham st. Fowler & Clement's lane, solors 
Properties Acguisitioy Synpicats, Liwrpep—Creditors are 
to send their and addresses, and particulars of their 
Wenborn, 16, Water lane, Gt Tower st 
Sugpson & Marsuary. Liniren —Creditors are required, on or before April + oH ha | 
names and addresses, and the particulars of ‘their debts or claims, to 
ee Richards & Hurst, Ashton under Lyne, solors for 
TraraLtear Gotp Mixes (W.A.), Liwrren —Creditors are on or before 
ay Pe cos : sod heparin of thelr debts of dat, 8 
ep Mency Fon, 0, Aqetjafiinns. Gott & 18, Queen st, Cheapside, solers 


liquida: 
W gern Start Oe oe pedo tn Be at 
35, to send 


Wovrpuam Cxyeyt Luyirep are on or 
to Clement Joha 





: lease ” Bol 
ag ae cage ye 
Two Leasehold Houses, Rolici Sowa. JN. Maton & Co\, Landon. 
: Two Houses, close to the Sydenham Station (1..B. and 8.C. 
way), let at £40 per annum; Proehold Groynd-rente of pearly £85 per annym, with | 


maspes cnt ohGeoeeey, ond he of their dabte or 
Qo, Limited, inoorparsted im 1006, and ot to the Cement Co (1300) 1 
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FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Cuopnam Juventte Foresters Friznpty Society, 8t. Lawrence’s School, Chobham, 
Woking, Surrey March 13 

Heart or Oak Lopcr Nationat INDEPENDENT OrpEr oF Opp Fertiows Society, Adelphi 

» Dock st, Leeds March 13 

Lazour Excnance Association, Liurrep, 83, Guthlaxton st, Leicester oe 18 

LitrsEeRianp Socrar Crive, 14, Bridge rd, Litherland, Liverpool March 13 

Lovee No 2, ALLERTON Bywater Society oF IxpErExpENt Loyat Orancemen, Anchor 
Inn, Allerton Bywater, nr Castleford, York March 1 

Suerrieip FRrrenpiy Societies Meprcat Ixstrrv TION, 22, Paradise sq. Sheffield March 13 

Bou A, amen Star or Hore Friznpiy Society, South Kilworth, Rugby, Leicester 


York Norrn-Eastern Rartway Frienpty Society, York Railway Institute, Queen st, 
York March 13 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 9. 
Botsnaw, hme Sutton, mr Macclesfield April 11 Bolshaw v Bolshaw, Stirling, J 


leton 

Monrez, Senate Buiter, Bromfelde rd, Clapham April9 Smith v Morfee, Kekewich, 
J Collyer, Nicholas lane 

London Gazette.—Turspay, March 18. 

SieEMAN, Jounn, Buckland Filleigh, Devon April 20 Sleeman vy Sleeman, Cozens-Hardy, 

J Crawley, Chancery Jane 
London Gazette—Frtpay, March 16. 

Caxtersury, The Right Hon. Grorciana Dowager Viscountess, Queensberry q db 
Kensington April 28 Bright v Manners Sutton, Kekewich, J Chapman & 
Henrietta st, Cavendish sq 

Haswetu, Rosert, Thavies inn, em, Goldemith April 24 Tokely v Haswell, 
Kekewich, J Bartlett, Bedford 

VaucHay, Henry, Cumberland ter, Regents pk, Esq April 18 Scott v British and 
Foreign School Society, Byrne, J Smith, 325, High Holborn 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Crarm. 
London Gazette,—Fripay, March 9. 

Acock, Faxxy, Dorking April14 Wesley, Dorkin 
Awyprews, James, Birmingham April 12 
APPLEBY, CaRo.isE, Hornsey March 26 Edgar ote eos circus 
AsHTOX, SLIZABETH, Stockport April? Botekin Sno heffield 
AsuTox, Hannan Mantua, Caird st, Harrow rd April 18 Arnold & Co, Laurence 


hill 
AsuTow, SusaNNAd, Caird st, Harrowrd April18 Arnold & Co, Laurence Pountney hill 
7a EizaBEeTH Axx, Surbiton, Surrey April 16 Durham & Co, Arundel 


and 
3ARTLEY, MarGaret, St John’s Wood April18 Bartley, Blandford st, Portman sq 
3enweTT, EvIZAPETH JANE, Worcester oie 10 Tree, Worcester 

31ppuLPH, Lester, Burton on Trent April 9 Wells & Hind, Nottingham 

3IpDULPH, Mary, Burtonon Trent April 9 ae & Hind, Nottingham 

Buiack, James RICHARDSON, Chiswick, Northumberland, Farmer April 20 Melrose & 


Porteous, © 
Bowavia, Lucy Many, eg ter, Battersea April4 Godden & Co, Old Jewry 
Brown, Ricnarp, Eccleshall, Stafford March 31 Robinsons, Longton 
Bucxianp, Rev <-> EL, M. ae Gt Torrin; » Devon April10 Stawell, Gt Torrington 
Couitxson, Rosa, W: ig April 23 & Harrison, Old Jewry 
Consett, Mary Axx, Lewisham April 20 Spencer & Arnold, ee 
Cover. Liria Racuet, Poplar March 28 Harris & Chetham, Finsbury 
Corrrs, Wi.11AM, Portamouth, Hants, Market Gardener April 7 Teuueden, Portsmouth 
Davies, Davip , Bristol April 11 Evans & Taylor, Bristol 
Daviess, Jony, West Croydon. Surrey April7 Clarke & Co, Birmingham 
Feut, — Glasshouse yard, Aldersgate et, Printer April 23 Worrell & Son, Cole- 


man 

Fexwett, Samvet, Leytonstone April7 Stanley Evans & Co, Theobald’s rd 

Fersy, Evizasers Litttewoop, Sunderland April 9 Huntly & Foster, Sunderland 
Fiztp, Tuomas, Newcomen st, Borough, Smith and Gas Fitter April 8 Culross, 


In 
Frocetos, Ayxa Mazi, Brighton April23 Upperton & Face Brighton 
Fvipa, Axtoy Jacor Otro, Holstein, Germany ey 18 Rehders & Higgs, Mincing In 
Gaxsutt, THomas, Liverpool, 1, Commission April 14 Smith, Liverpool 
Geez, Witt1am, , Stafford Ttarch 81 Robinsons, ‘Lon [a 
Grees, Cuaries Day lows, Fordwych rd, Brondesbury April 30 Wellborne & Son, 
Duke st, Southwark 
ee Ase, Devonshire ter, Hyde Park April 9 Oldman & Co, Old 


Serj inn 
Hereeet, James, Tem N York, Commission t i i 
8, ple Newsam, Yor! Agent April 7 Mitcheson, 


Hewarp, Mary Gascorcyg, Rotherham, York A: 21 0 & Coward, Rotherham 
Hewitt, Maazta, Southampton A 5 ‘Wateon, Finsbury 4, 
ak J April7 Scott, Berkeley, Glos 





Hoopzr, Tuomas, Newport, or 1 
Hvueues, Tuomas Arture, Leeds March 34 ee € Beaumont & Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Hotcuissos, Gzonce, Beaumont & 


Jones, Putrip 
Ketty, Saronic, 


eh - 
gm hats "Ape il 16 te & Co, Arundel st, Stra: 
"Agent 


Maida Vale, Advertising April io Collins, 
er wr, ev Gnowor x Bexion iar Fledborough Apr? 9 Jonas, Old Serjeant’s 


Kriatimark, Watter Grorce, Brighton April 7 Sat aged & Co, sang 
Leaver, Mrs Ape.aipe > hen Kensington P Park May Marris & Brownjohn, 


Quality ct, 
Mayor, eee, = ril 6 om & Grover, Cardiff 
Miiier, Wiiii1am Curves, Liver A 6 Gill & Co, Liverpoo 
——- Mie oy a 0 Boer & Kirby 4 : 

AULDEN, Hewry rough April 8 & Son, Knaresb h 
Payyz, ZacHARtias, Melton, Suffolk April > Mason & Ge, Geethens vy 
Pearman, Ewtty Awna Dorwiyc, ner =» A) i Hewitt & a Manchester 
Pack, Feeprzicx Garrett, Chelsea — Hudson, Mincing In 


Pisem, Roserr Fey Bryanston st, Bt iialtee Licensed Victualler April 6 
Starling & Wright, “4 8 inn sq . 
Por, Tuomas, Edgbaston, B: ham April 17 Saree i. Co, Birmingham 


11 Buseell, Che’ 
QuARTERMAY, Taxes, Aston juste Bi ton’ Bull & Cross, Birmingham 
— ARDSON, Mari acaepeen Bath A 30 age Bat th ™ 
ICHARDSON, a paead “Apel Bote te pans ll b’ 

oo i ee deter” nd 
Borinsox, Cueistoruer, m, y ‘April 14 # oldicott, Mitcham 
Rosixsox, Hexzy Seymour, Plymouth 6 T &H Wolferstan, 

os Lip Be me ‘Apeil 5 —— Go, Serena inn : nee 
Resnvorrn, anes 5 9 Kirby & Sem, Mase 
Scorr, Tuomas, Wi on weed. Bi Northumberland April 20 Metre & Porteous, Cold- 








Supsoy, Joszrn, Nottingham April9 Wells & at, Nottingham 

Surrners, Sopnra Saran, Croydon April 14 & Hayllar, King st, 8t James 
SmiTH, Witi1am, Llandudno March 30 Bone, Llandudno 

STEEVENS, GrorGE WarrincTon, Merton, Surrey April7 Pollock, St Helen’s pl 
Storrorp, Horace een, Gleneden, Bheringheas, orfolk, Lieut Col March 31 Gedge 


& Co, Gt George st 
Toms, FREDERICK, Streatham April5 Powell & Skues, Essex st, Stra’ 
Tritt, GrorcEe SavaGE, Sydenham May 1 —. & ‘Nightingale, ‘eahill 
Waterwokrtn, Tuomas, Guiseley, Yorks. March ~~? Yeadon 
Watson, Gzorcr Lewis, Wimpole st April 18 Farrer & Co, incoin’s inn fields 
Wuanrton, AntHony, Richmond, Yorks, Commerci al Clerk April 10 W &WpBR 
Hunton, Richmond 
Wituiamson, Wiii1am, Salford, Lancs, Tripe Dresser April17 Hall & Son, Manchester 
WInTERBOTTOM, Mary IsaBELLA, Disley, Chester April7 Oldham, Stockpo: 
Xiveves, Avice, Brighton April5 Ramsden & Co, Leadenhall st 


London Gazette.—Turspay, March 13. 


ArnowsmiTH, James, Leigh, Lancs April 23 Dootson, Leigh 
Betty, Exiza, Lytham, Lancs April14 Earle & Co, Manchester 
BLackmorE, ae  aeeomeen, eddington, Barrister April 18 Crosse & Sons, 


BotsHaw, J ong - 4 nr Knutsford, Chester April13 Dixon, Northwich 
Brooke, Saran Hicuert, Bridgwater, Somerset April14 Smith & Sons, Weston super 


Mare 

Bucxyey, Tomas, Gower st. April 18 Sam haga 

Burroot, 8arau. Ringmer, Sussex April20 Hillman, Le 

CLARK, Josepn, Kegworth, Leicester h25 Clark & Co. Bristo 

CiaytToy, Wii14mM, Chorley, Lancs, Licensed Victualler March 19 " Nev. ille, Chorley 

Consors, CHARLES, Hove, ussex April10 Fishers, Essex st, Strand 

eee, Ewma Frances, Bloomsbury ct, Holborn April 9 Yielding & Co, 

incent sq 

Dumvitte, Perzr Wituiamson, St Alban, Herts, Solicitor April 12 Fladgate & Co, 
Craig’s ct, Charing Cross 

Errt, Henry, Nottingham, Butcher April2i Martin & Sons, Nottingham 

Eun, Jonny, Upper Hamilton ter A) 16 Bompas & Co, Gt Winchester st 

FirzGERA.p, Joun Foster Vesey, Kensington April 10 ‘Mayo & Co, Drap21’s gardens 

Fouron, Ruta Matitpa, Bath April21 Stone & Co, Bath 

Guossor, Josepx. Weston super Mare Aprill4 Davies, Weston super Mare 

Green, Benyamin, Watford, Herts April 21 Orgill, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Comreaae, ear a Suffolk, Veterinary Surgeon April 14 Grimwade & Son, 

dleig! ‘olk 

Heaton, Rosert, Stanbury, York, Farmer April14 Spencer & Co, Keighley 

Hopes, Mary Ann, Cambridge May1 Symonds, Cambridge 

Hoop, Tuomas, Billiter st, Solicitor May 1 Woodward & Co, Se illiter st 

Ineuis, Exiza Mary, 8t Thomas, Devon March 29 Hearn & Hearn, suckingham 

JoyEs, ELEN, Nice, France April 26 Nicholson & Co, Princes st, Stor-y’s gate 

Lave, THomas JonN Bloomsbury sq_Aprii2 Preston & Vo, Lincoln’s inn fie'ds 

MAckENZzIE, Jonny, To! Merchant April 24 Dobell, Queen Victoria st 

McKeyziz, WIM, Leytonstone, Coal Merchant March 3) Watson, Finsbury 
pavement 

Mowk, Tuomas James, Lewes May17 Vinall, Lewes 

Morean, Freperick, ton, Devon, Surgeon April17 Michell, Wellington 

Morreram, Arruvr, Rochester rd, 8t Pancras April10 Mayo & Co, Draper’s gdns 

NEAL a arp Henry, Upper "Berkeley st, Portman sq May 1 Pilley & Mitchell, 

row 
cnens ecmane Epwarp, Pepys rd, New Cross April 30 Gush & Co, Finsbury 


OLDHAM —_ Charlesworth, Derby, Dyer April7 Davis, Glossop 

Owen, Tuomas Hu pson, Nevin, Carnarvon April9 Carter & Co, Carnarvon 

Pappoy, BARTHOLOMEW, Uffculme, Devon April 17 Michell, Well ington 

Pacer, ‘Sir eam, Bart, FRS, Park sq West April 6 Broughton & Co, Great Marl- 
borough st 

Patmer, CHARLES, Bulwell, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler April 21 Martin & Sons, 
Nottingham 


Parker, Henry, Ainsty, York, Farmer Mayl Kay, York 
ee — Ay — nr Dudley, Lice: Victualler March 28 Hooper & 
airbairn, 
Penpertay, Henry, Christchurch, New Zealand July 17 Bolton & Co, Temple gdns 
Pootz, Mary CHRISTIANA, St Paul’s rd, Camden sq April 20 Riddell & Co, John st, 
Bedford row 
Sent, aes SuzanveE, St Paul’s rd, Camden sq April20 Riddell & Co, John a 
row 
Porter, Hengy Tuomas, Leicester, Auctioneer April7 Jackson & Hood, Leicester 
Rees, THomas Joun, Abergwnfl, Glam, Grocer _ 14 Richards, Cardiff 
Rennig, KaToarinE Isapetta MarGaret, Wetherby mans, Earl’s Court sq April 18 
Avory, Old Bailey 
Roserts, ARTHUR, Love In, Aldermanbury BE os 15 Granville & Co, Leadenhall st 
Ropekrts, THouas, Audlem, ’ Chester, Licensed Victualler April 11 Bury & Act on, Wrexham 
Ropers, Tuomas, Brymbo, Denbi igh, Labourer April15 Bury & Acton, Wrexham 
——<- Tuomas, CMG, Guildford, Merchant April 12 Loughborough & Co, Austin 
Friars 
Sirk, CuanLorre, Kingsbury, Warwick March 31 Coleman & Co, Birmingham 
—--—“{ CorpbEia STILLINGFLEET, Malvern Link, Worcester April7 Whatley, 


SuNDERL pag 2 ony, Bradford, Beerhouse Keeper April 30 Browning, Bradford 

Tay Lor, Euizapern, Rumworth, Bolton April9 Balshaw, Bolton 

Tay ~~ ie LIZABETH ALMA, ‘Wandsworth rch 24 Lumley & Lumley, Conduit st, 
st 


Waker, Catnenrine, Pwllheli, Carnarvon April17 Avison & Co, Liverpool 

Warens, Isaac, Forest Row, Sussex, Builder March 31 Hasties & Co, East Grinstead 

Weston, Oxiver, Brighton April 21 Woolley & Bevis, Brighton 

Wenxt, Joun Ir, Brighton April 14 ee ah & Davis, Brighton 

Waite, Raps, ter, Joiner April WR & PS Minor, Manchester 

Witrorp, Rev Epwarp Rvssei., Welney _ Bs, nr Wisbech, Cambridge May 1 
Thimbleby & Son, Spilsby, Lincs 

Witsox, Exvizanetu Jounina, Torquay, Devon April2 Blackburne & Smyth, Oldham 

Woop, Roser, Hornsey rise April 27 Gamlen & Co, Gray’s inn sq 

Wve, James Leverroy, Dorking, Surrey April Baker & Naime, Crosby sq 








To Soricrrors, Reat Estate Owners, AND REPRESENTATIVES.—We obtain 
Best Prices for all Quantities of Second-hand and Defective Rails, Scrap 
Iron, Old Plant, &c. We undertake to SELL for Clients, at a moderate 
commission, or to Purchase outright where necessgry, all Iron, Steel, 
and Heavy Goods, Castings, &c. Highest references. Write or wire— 


| Morpvauxt Lawson & Co., Workington, Cumberland (Telegrams: Mor- 


daunt, Workington ; Telephone: No. 9), and Branches at Belfast, Bir- 
mingham, Carlisle, London, Liverpool, and Middlesborough. —[Apvr. J 


Wakrnine To inTENDING Hovse Purcuasgrs AND Lesszzs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and Reported upon by an Expert from The Sanitary 
Engineering Co, (H. Carter, C.E., Man nager), 65, Victoria-street, West- 
minster. . Fee quoted on receipt of particulars. Established 23 
years. Telegrams, ‘‘Sanitation.’””—{Apvr.] 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
n, Kent, Builder Croydon Pet 


arch 14 
Som, Grocer Brighton 


~, Henry, Lodsworth, 
» et March 14 Ord March 1 
ot ALBERT, Ernest ce, Atrrep Brewiy, 
Gzorcz Brrwim, and Harry ae 
Leicester, Boot Manufacturers Leicester Pet March 18 
Ord March 18 
punews, me, Aeseee, Dot, Be Kent, Potter Canterbury Pet 
Burt, el Scaee, ~ Wriu1am Henry Srarzez, 
Ealing ders gg tl Ord March 9 
a, Wituram Txomas, ——, 
orthampton Pet ‘Maree 14 March 14 
aiieen, oe ~ Leo, aout, 5 utcher Leicester Pet 
gy ay A, |. 
Carrick, JAMES JOSEPH, ler don 
March 9° Ord March9’ ~~ 


Pet 
Causs. Epwarp, Southgate rd, Builder High Court Pet 
“Feb 2 a, oe Mage ‘ieee 4 
CuirToy. omas, Nun! igh Court Pet 
March 14 Ord March 14” vas 
OoLEMAN ARRY, ing Norton, Oxf Ironmonger 
Ostord | Pet Feb 19. Ord March 32 "Hite 
CouNsELL, RIE CATHERINE, Newsagent 
Hereford Pet March13 Ord March 13 x 
CrawFrorD, Jonn Henry, Cannon st, Financial Agent 
High Court Pet Dec15 Ord March 13 
Dartinc, Danret Appisox, Didmarten, , Silk Weaver 
‘ potatoe a — March 13 
OXLEY, AM, 8, Grocer Hanley 
March 12 Ord March 12 ‘ais 
Frermay, ARTHUR, + 77 Jeweller Birmingham 
a aly me hi12 Ord Mar 8 oll, 
BSON, ARTHUR, Builder Ki 
upon Hull Pet March 13°0 Ord March 13 sagt 
GostiNxe, eT ae Clapham Wandsworth Pet 
March 12 Ord March 1 


Hares, Jonn, Wishbech Bt Peter, Pambeiige, Innkeeper 
Huspwiex, Many Jar, Bt George, Bristol Bet 
WICK, Mary JANE, ristol, Baker Bristol 
Pet March 12 Ord March 12°” . 


2 
eT Enfield Edmonton Pet March 12 
Hayiry, Joun Newron, Bognor Brighton Pet Feb 26 
Ord March 14 : “ 


Hivsow, mer gy Earlsdon, Coventry, Haulier Coventry 
Pet March Ord March 10 

nzen, Breas, Colchester, “Pork Butcher Colchester 
Pet March 12 Ord Mare! ge 

Huenes, Lewis Everett, nfairfechan, Carnarvons, 
Licensed Victualler atin Pet March 18 Ord 


March 13 
Jexxins, Epwarp, Ne Grocer Newport, M 
J “eg Ord tach 12 Suffi ceitied nae > 
oLLY, HERBERT cs) I 
Pet March 10 Ord March 10 ~ . 
Joury & Rice, Brockley, Builders Greenwich Pet Jan 
81 Ord March 13 


Joxzs, Davin, Dow! ie) Tailor Merth: afil 

Sy Riga ge hie Metertyia 2 

domme, Isaac, Mountain Ash, Collier Aberdare Pet March 
Ord March 18 


ae... K F,and A E Kyxnenrstey, piuntaghem, 
" ortar, Magy fia a Feb 19 Pind gy > 13 

ww i ny Janz, Kilburn urt March 
Ord March 14 _ 


aacieroet, G M, M, Upper To Tooting, Engineer High Court 
et 
McUnicn, oo Gt Grimsby, Boot Dealer Gt Grimsby 
Pet March 12 Ord March i2 
Merca.rg, Tuomas Artuur, Bradford, Jeweller Bradford 
m ——a "0, Copal be 
‘ONTEFIORE, HORATIO ppg Stock Broker h 
Mo eg coeeng PB 34 Ord March Glam, ri ‘ — 
RGAN, Morcan, Por Collier Pontypridd P 
March 18 Ord March 13 vp - 


Moss, Tuomas ARTHUR, at Yarmouth, 1 - Carter 
ty Fo, aL 
‘ORTER, JOHN, orthum Cab 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet March 13 Ord March 13 
PowELL, ALFRED NEST, Hereford, Baker 
Pet 13 Ord March 18 
Rarrtz, Tuomas, and Arcninatp Porrrvs Campsen 
Li ry Liverpool Pet Feb 24 Ord 


RusskEi1., Tomas, Bed poses, Schoolmaster Bedford Pet 
Scorr, Mary ae, .—— Lin Boston 
March 12 Ord March 12 repre ni 


Scriven, Atice, Malvern, Baker Worcester it March 
Ord March 18 oe - 


Aves Hevry, O: 
March14 Ord 





Berton, Tuomas Bensamix, Malvern Link, Builder 

" Wor Pet March 2 Grd March 13 

HARPE, ARRY, ushden, ortha: bacconist 
Northampton Pot March 4 Ord 3 


Srantey, ALFRED Wituam, jun, o,Kiogwtonopon 
Sanitary Inspector Kingston Pee Manis 


Bu a = ae N Gt 
GARMAN, NaTHan, New Grims' Baker 
¢ Machin” - 


ne nam han, Yaa Licensed 
Wicene, James = Bot sarah "Ora Macht 

omg Warne Gaowet, Helagham,Ancioner 
You aa rondstair Kent, Builder 1 Pet 
“a, Wrttam Jonx, Sheffield, Baker Ghefleld Pet 

March 14 Ord March 14 

mended notice substituted for that ebliched tn the 
Royston, Maurice bang SEH 

Commercial Traveller W Fetdiogton, or Werrie 


Feb 9 





Amended notice substituted for A emer io the 
London Gazette of 2: 

Barser, ALBERT Epwarp, ALLEN Tinsity paper Beese, and 

ArtTnur Cari saenen. At <y Builders 
Wandsworth Pet Feb rd Feb 26 


Aenential netins petted tp Got plied to he 

London Gaz 

Pearse, Witt1am Rosert, West Auckland, Durham, 
Cabinet Maker Durham Pet Marché Ord March 6 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
AnpDREWs, Guanens aan Walworth March 23 at 11 


am, ans cteficld, Grocer March 28 at 
Off Rec. 


A i Ep si Draper March 26 at 8 
m. =a WARD, 
95, Temple chmbrs, av 
mm. ALBERT Epwarp, ph NSLEY BeLiamy, and 
Arruor Cart Lorance, Upper uildera 
March 3 1.0) ‘36 aay app, London yeni 
Barrett, WALTER, ksmith Sat 
12 Of Rec, 4 and 6, West st, ian Boston 
BeE.us, 4 Cheshire, Builder March 27 
at2 Off Rec, 365, Vi st, Liverpool 
Brisxiveton, Witu1am Wait 
March 


23 at 11.30 “om Ree, 30" Mosley st, 


Newcastle on 

Brewin, ALBERT, Ernest Brewiy, Atrrep Brewix, 
Grorce Brewix, and rry Brewin, Rothley, 

Man March 23 at 3 Off 

Ree, 1, st, Leicester 

Davis, Grorce, Mason March 26at11 Off Rec, 
117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

Davizs, RicHarp, ‘otato Merchant 

_ gy ag | ‘Off Rec, 42, Joh hi Shrewsbury 

RING —_ 1 < Lines, Butcher April 3 a 

Off Rec, dand 6 West st, 


Ex.is, Samvet, *Dradtora. Wholesale Cabinet Maker March 
26 at 11 Pee onal. a 


Farrsurx, WILL14M, 
Manufacturer Yeoh Sp t's Of Reo 9 Temple 
le av 


chmbrs, 
Fiatu, Sypyey, March 23 at12 Off 
a ye Sothern 


GABRIEL, JOSEPH Belvedere Waterloo Bridge, 
ouer 7 dee 27 at 230 Bankruptcy 
1 Carey 

GrirritHs, Henry, Gorseinon, Glam, Baker March 2% 
at1115 Off Ree, 4, Queen at, 

Gustavus, GrorGe, Swansea, B 

Sap St, Aiensiien 5 Senne 

Hoskxivs, Hargy, Ringwood, Hants, Saddler March 23 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Endless st, Salisbury 

as Ke K Edenhall, Cumberland, Farmer 

34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

mm Ww, eo tO Ret aad, Draper March 23 at 


2.30 
nto) 1h, Gm re Iw, ter March 28 at 
11 19, 
Lo oo f, Red Lion Newport, I 26 at 2.80 Bankruptcy 
Roath, Cardiff, Coal Merchant March 
26 at 11.30 Off Rec, 117, 8t [oo 
Oaxianp, WitxiAm, Netherfield, March 23 at 11 
Off » Castle pl, Park st, WNottinghans 
Parr, Tnomas Hexsert, Leicester March 23 at 12 Off 
Berridge st, 
Parse, Witan Rosert, West 
Cabinet Maker March 23 at 3 


gs, 
EDERBICK, 
Bond 


—— Wanvisn 


Auckland, Durham, 
Off Rec, 25, John st, 
Sunderland 
a, Eu me a ng hill, Camden rd March 26 at 
Bankru bidgs, Carey st 


'HOMAS, Se North Walsham, Norfolk, Corn 
24 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, 
Norwich 


Pinper, ArTuur, Leicester March 23 at 8 Off Rec, 1, 
Berridge st, 

Prype, Ropert, and James penny ten Teddin; eee 

ae March Ye 8 24 Railway - 
ysTON, Maurice Hircuon, A as Setasten, 
Commercial Traveller 6 at 10.50 Couns Mitenn 
Palmyra sq, W: 

Guamaen. saree. radford, Plasterer March 
23at 11 Off Ree, 81, — row, Bradford 

Stone, Gzorce Sewanp, Plymou th, Engine Fitter March 
28 at 11 Ree, 6, A’ yo men ter, a 

Sryies, Freperick CHaRues, Sun % March 23 
at 11.30 24, Railway app, London 

SwaLiow, Witt Rorsecas, Guide Lancs, 
Salesman March 23 at 3 Off Rec, st, 


Taewss, ALICE, oe Marthe ya Pere, Denger March 23 at 
Tompson, JAMES ua, Cambege 
“Bchoolmaster March 26 at 11 | wm nF 
een Witiiam Besar, Cardiff, Clerk March 26 at 
2 Off Reo, 117, St ie Marya, st, 


: cma eae i = > Corn nena 
A Sunderland, Storekeeper March 
“"3.80° Off Reo, $5, John st, Sunderland 


Wicews, a Ly N March 
23 at 8 ran Cambridge j jane, Hileh © High st, Portsmouth 
orthampton, March 23 at 
Rec, County Court bide, Bhe Bheep st, North- 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Avtut, Eansst Epwarp, Peckham, Draper Windsor Pet 
Ba ree im “ In, Club Secretary High 
ILY, anges Baas 
Court 9 Ord Mares 18 


Brewin, P= &-- dl Atrraep Brewin, 


Gzuorce erm, and Henry FS 


Sua Horace 
Merchant 


Witsor, be 
12.30 


uilder March 23 at 12}: 





a. eo Meal, Kent, Potter Canterbury Pet 
RE: 
"March 13° Ord March 13 \ 


Bu Witt TH Wi h, 
ages Reus Sera en 
Caveat, JAMEs, —. Beerhouse Kceper Bradford 
Pet March 6 Ord 12 
Campton, Watter Leo Leicester, Butcher Leicester Pet 
oe March oS eg 14 ont, “* 
rig CATHERINE. Heref ‘ewsage 
“Hereford Pet March 18 nd March 
Dosson, Exizasetu, Neath, Glam, Draper Neath Pet 
a | aa 
pee 
coer Hanley Pet Ord March 12 


Doses, Ae Bieminghan, Jeweller Birmingham 


Grsson, ARTHUR, 
upon Hull 


Hr , ARTHU 

Pet Pet March 10 Ot Mares 10 

nee STEPHEN, , Pork Butcher Colchester 
Pet March 12 


Hua Lewis Everett, Lianfairfechan, Licensed Vic- 
Bangor Pet March 13 


Jonzs, Isaac, 
March 13 March 

Lancaster, W, 8t John’s Wood, Draper High Court 
Pet Feb 3 Ord March 10 

LatHaM, , ae | rd, Draper High Court Pet 
March 

Moe March 12 Ord ot grime ee Serer 

Mercatre, Toomas ARTHUR, a Jeweller Bradford 
Pet March14 Ord pe 

Sony, ores went Seeeeth, Carter Gt Yarmouth 

— et Bloomsbury mans High Court 

Power.., ALFrep Ernest, Hereford, Baker Hereford Pet 
March 18 Ord March 13 


Rotiasos, Jason Jonny, _ Rosert Ro.iasoy, Smeth- 
Staffs, Builders West Bromwich Pet F 


eb 7 
14 s 
Saunpsrs. Harris Cuarter Linpox, Gracechurch ott 
Actuary High Court Pet Dec 19 
March 12 
Scorr, Mary Exizasetu, Boston, Lincs, Farniture Dealer 
Boston Pet March 12 Ord March 12 
— a, "Ord arch 8 Sane Baker Worcester 
March 1 
Suarrz, Henry, S emer 
N Pot March by 
Surru, CHARLES Lee xt Licensed Licensed Victualler 


evant, Rusnan ‘Wt, Jon 
p> Wri1aM, 
ANLEY, a wan, js a Ringrtn, upon 


Ord Mare! 
Svcarmay, Natuax, New Gt Grimsby, Baker Gt 
Pet March 12 March 12 
Veysy, Vicros, Victoria st High Court Pet Nov25 Ord 
March 13 


TH ’ J Manufac- 
woe Reve Ane Sig ees a 


Wi Jam Nurseryman Ports- 
wom ‘Pet March OE. et March 12 > 
RRA ILLIAM EORG uctioneer 
"Birmit Pet March 12 Ord Ms feo s9 


Youna. wanna JouN, Sheffield Pet 
March 14 Ord March 14 





Amended notice substitute] for ot plied in the 
London Gazette of March 9 


Porm, Wits ey ew oAghiand, Cabinet 
London Gazette.—Turspay, March 20. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Au Ho St Paul’s church: Mantle 
— High Court Pet ech te Oed 
March 16 


Boat, Francis, 2 =. Fish Dealer Stockton 
on Tees Pet March 14 “Ord ty . 

Bown, posene, Vee Union st, chit Builder High Court 

a e , Jouy, Fortes, Hants Portsmouth Pet March 
Ord March 14 


me WA.tE ips! \ me Dealer Hereford Put 
March 17 7 Oni March 


CuaRLeswortH. Frep, ag) or Halifax, Butcher 
Halifax Pet Maren 15 Ord March 15 
Danae, Eowanm, Leute, Gosew Leeds Pet March 14 Ord 
Far Lin Licensed 
Dawson, Grores —— cs, ne 
as waneen, eat Recess 
re Ke Dairyman Tunbridge 
Du: ON Kent, 
‘Wells pee 18, Ord Maroh 15 


w Roser, Lavete, Guckbatter Cont 
Dorr, ae it” ond 


Pica 1 15. Ord Marchi _ = Pet 
a ey Cee 
ee ee 

W: » Ni Glam, Coal Merchant 
Gnonen, Taemas usa, Beth. ' 









| 
i 
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eens Jauzs,Southsea, Baker Portsmouth Pet 


Ord March 14 

@uxpry oa, | —_ , Builder Dorchester 
Pet March 17 March 17 

Hiytoys, Srerxen, Siete, Glos, + Carpenter 
Bath Pet March 17 Ord March 

Moosor, H, Middiesboroug Middleborough Pet March 
5 


Howe ve em - Shim; oee General shop 
Keer Colchester Pot Marents Ord 15 


Honan, Gusnits Sd ty York, Builder York 
Pet 15 Ord March | 


Hoveutox, James ae, S Sages Machiaist 
Oldham Pet March 1 Oman 18 

Hueues, Joxy, em, Anglesey, Coal Merchant 
Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

Honter, Epuunp Wiitiam, Boston Sy Cabinet 

Maker York Pet Marchi6 Ord 


Jacoss, Moris, Rutew st, Spitalfields, onl Maker 
Court b 27 Ord 16 
LawRENCE, oon yt * Leicester Pet March 16 
Ord March 1 
Littte, on Clarborough, Notts, Farmer Lincoln Pet 
March 16 Ord Mareh 15 


McKay, Iver, OWeminston cres, Maida + Vocalist 
High Court Pet March 15 Ord March 15 

Mann, Auten, Falmouth, Grocer Truro Pet March 165 
Ord March 15 

Mazxuam, Heyry, Smethwick, Stafford, Fruiterer West 

wich Pet March 15 Ord March 

Mrpiam, Jessz, Evercreech, Somersets, Builder Weils 
Pet March 6 Ord March 15 

Morais, Toomas Heyry, Me yxy Chester, ae 
Merchant Macclesfield Pet Feb 23 Ord March 

Parsons, Henry Epwarp, baat Tailor Sasaki 
Pet March 15 Ord March 15 

Prance, Lewis, Wandsworth, Glazier Wandsworth Pet 
March 15 Ord March 15 

Ricuarps, WiLLiaM a Maesteg, : ae Ironmonger 
Cardiff Pet March 15 Ord March 1 

Sauypers, ARTHUR, aca Suffolk il St Edmunds 
Pet March5 Ord March 16 

Scuwakz, FReEpeEnick, Whittington rd, Lew 4A Park, 
Builder Edmonton Pet Dec2i Ord March 14 

Spencer. Harry, <p on Blacksmith Lincoln 
Pet March 17 


Ord March 17 
Sorciirrs, Freperick, —s Cotton Doubler Oldham 
Pet March 15 Ord March 


16 
Swirt, Frep, ‘Bhefheld, Manufacturer Sheffield Pet 
Feb 26 Ord March 15 
To.uurst, Epwix ALExAxDER, Hastings, Fishmonger 
i Pet March 17 Ord 


Tu J U; Tooting, todo Wandsworth 
UBNER, JOHN, ing, ‘ands wo! 
Pet March 15 Ord March 15 


‘Watpnox, Rosert Vore, Herne Hill, Hotel Manager High 
Court Pet March 3 Ord March 15 ; 
Waker, Wittiam Cuarves, ae st, Solicitor High 

Court Pet Feb7 Ord March 15 
Wesrcate, ALBERT eevee, ee, Sussex, Baker 
w —- ao Ord March =. 
HITE, Feancis, Castern, + Burton on 
Trent Pot Mach 15 Ord March 15 


‘Woopmax, Epwarp Hexry, Bethnal Green rd, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet March15 Ord March 15 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan 26 : 


baa - Saran Exizasetn, Shooter’s Hill rd Green- 
wich Pet Dec15 Ord Jan 23 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Asport, usnesest, Joun, jun. Whitcombe st, Leicester sq 
March 2 atl Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Broapway, Joux, 
March 


Portsea, 
= 27 at 3 Off Rec, my he junc, High 
Buz, fon Dallders NiIcHOoLis. we. cnt Fs Heyry SzABxe, 


{—~¥ in Off Rec, 95, Temple 
=p, Bouth March 29 at 12 


on Bara ey 
Grocer March 29 at 2.30 


CoLemas. Horton, Oxford, Ironmonger 
28 at 12 1, te’s, Oxford 
Jamus Aut a be worth rd, Printer March 27 


* at 230 Bankruptcy b' Carey st 
Coorss, Mazy, Smet rck,Baiford March 30 at 11.30 


st, 
Crawrorp, Joux Hzwry, Cannon st, Financial Agent 
March 28 at 12 Bankruptcy ~ BM 
March 23at11 Off Rec 


Bf "Grecuwich, Victualler March 27 at 11.30 
Drag deere " London Bridge 


Foxuer, i ~ Chorlton, nr Newcastle under Lyme, 
ee ee 2 at 1090" Toy ier March 30 1 
UR, Jewe atl 

4, Corporation st, Bir 


Goan, Siitax James, Southsea, Hants, Baker March 27 
at 83.30 Uff Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Ports- 


Wits Rawsanp, Gt Grimsby, Clerk March 27 
Off Ree, 15, Osborne et, Gt 
scx, Mary Jaye, St a Sar March 
at12 Off Bec, Baldwin st, Bristol 
p Arsene Tease, Derby, Painter March 28 at 12 
Off Bec, 47, Full st, Derby 
Husson, Azruve, Earlsdon, ra Grae March 27 
at 12 vaynms, Ooldhecten, Pod 
, Pork Butcher April 6 at 11 


Bonar Gro Eo Hammerton, Builder March 2 


Stonegate, York 





Hvenes, Lewis cnn, 
Victualler March 27 


Huster, Evmunp Witi1am, Boston 
Aoril 2 at 12 15 Off Ree, 28. 8 York 

JonEs, Bas 1D, Dowlais, Glam, Tailor March 27 at12 135, 
High st, Merthyr 

— ;, Atmonp, West Tanfield, Yorks, Innkeeper April 

11380 Court house, Northallerton 

Sebi Tuomas Jonny, Bradford. Boot Dealer March 28 
at 230 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

LANCASTER, eee a April 6 at 3 


Off 8, Middlesbo: —— 
LaZzARECK, "EDWARD, Aldersh 27 at 1230 24, 
Railway app, London Bridge 
Litt ywnaitE 'ARY Jaye, Kilburn March 27 at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Macurvom, GM, ol Casting, Raginne March 27 at 
Bankruptcy b! 


MoUsx 11 On Reb Great Gray, ee 

27 ai ne 

Means, Josern, Kidderminster, Printer March 28 "at 245 
Spencer Thursfield, Solicitor, 12 Oxford st, Kidder- 


minster 
Mxup.au, Jesse, Evercreech, So: Builder March 28 
at 12,80 Off Rec, Baldwin st, 
Mercatre, Tuomas Antuur, Bradford, Jeweller March 
28atil Off Rec, 31, Manor row, 
MonrTeriorE, Horatio, Copthall bldgs, Stock Broker 
arch 28at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Parstey & Wetcu, Bell In, Wandsworth a 
March 29 at 12 24, Railway app, London 
Porter, JouN. yey Cab Pooeiter Neerc os at 11.30 
Off Rec, 30, M oaley st, New Newcastle on Tyne 
Rosrys, Groce, Crabbs . Warwick, Grocer March 
80 at 12 174, “ee st, Birmin 
Ronsrsson, CuHaries Rexon, Birming Penholder 
Manufacturer March 8 "at 1 174, Corporation st, 


Birmingham 
Glos, Farmer March 
tenham 





Rupp, Henry Epwakrp, Cold Aston, 
27 at 3.15 County Court Viger Chel 

Sampson, JerEmiAH, Weymouth, Salesman March 27 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Endless st, Salisbury 

Sav — ARTHUR, _ Ash, Suffolk” AprilSati1l Off 


eC, st, I pswich 
Sopespy. Wares J J ses, PDerby March 28 at 11 Off Rec, 
eine eee Kingston Hull, 
TANLEY, ALFRED WILLIAM, jun, Kings! upon 

Sanitary Inspector March 27 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity 
House In, Hull 

STEPHENSON, "Samusn, and Joun Topp Srerusgxsoy, Low 

ateshead, Cartwrights March 27 at 12 Off Rec, 

30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Stevens, Epwix Cuarues, Derby, Grocer March 28 at 
11, 


30 Off Rec, 47, Fall at, Derby 
Soares. Jems, Simaaaes — March 29 at 11 174, 
SUGARMAN, a pte New Grimsby, Baker March 
27 at 12 Off Ree, 15, jb gy 
Taytor, GEroRGE, Seem. Worcester, Tube Fitting 
Prover March 27 at 11 Of Rec, Wolverhampton st, 


Dudle 

Snuse’ Wass, Beckenham, Carman March 28 at 
11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

VERRINDER, name aah Handsworth, Builder March 27 at 11 
174, Corporation st, 


Waxes, Lewis, Teddington. Builder March 30 at 11.30 


24, Railway app, London 
Wuirz, Seseen ie, Staffs, March 27 at 2 
Green Man —— —* 
Wuirt, Tomas, 47, Ball Detby Agent 
al NOt Tee, 47, Full st, 
ba + 27 at 


Wiiiams, omen Gorseninon, B 
11.30 Off Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, nod 


Amended notice substituted fe that \- ype in the 
London Gazette of March 


Kxyowies, Samvet Heatos, Leeds, i Agent 
March 2l1at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


ADJUDICATIONS, 
AssortT, Mary Magra, Sandown Newport Pet Jan 5 
A of ae t, Builder Croydon Pet 
VES, Ty ent 
March 1 opt . 


BaxsTort, pH > ee a Paul’s churchyard, Mantle 
Manufacturer High Court Pet March 16 Ord 


March 16 
Bayuiss, Bensamis Hircuex, Bow la, Clothier High 
ee AE TEES cee, yaase 
IsHOP, Henry, orth, Sassex, Grocer nm 
Pet March 14 Ord March 15 


Boat, Francis, "Stockton on Tees, Fish panier Stockton 
on Tees Pet March 14 Ord March 14 


Boum, AnTuvr pe Courcy, Duke st, St James’s High 
Se ae Dec ¥ Ord March 12 
WERS, BERT, Union © 
08 ni Builder, High 


Butt, he Hereford, Cattle Dealer Hereford Pet 
March 17 Ord March 17 
Crane, Hewny, Leyton, Butcher Hi Court Bet 
Feb8 Ord March 16 shite 
Cooper, Wittram Henry, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer 
Bristol Pet March 8 Ord March 15 
Halifax, Butcher 


CHARLEswortn, Frep, 
Halifax Pet March 15 Ord March 15 

Coremas, James Powerit, Walworth rd, Printer High 
Court Pet March9 Ord March 16 


Dassy, Epwarp, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet March 1 
Ord March 14 , be 


Davigs, Ricnagp, aera + Bein Merchant 
Shrewsbury Pet March 9 


Dawa, Gronce — igi 


Do; > 4 
BEON i Bradfors March 14 Ord 


Lianfairfechan; Licensed 
at 1145 Queen’s Hotel, Lian- 


Duxx, Joux, South 
onal aig Tunbridge 
UTT. ILLIAM NRY, 

Peryemnth ee ‘ ae atott, Coachbuilder Great 
1TT, Jon Epwinx tel 
March 15, Ord March 18 Keeper Swansea et 


Fow Lae, Mixa, Hippethol me Sth, Gardener 

ao ee ee, ae 

ia Se 
March 12 Ord March 15 


Guspay, Hzeyry Joun, Dorchester, Builder 
Pet March 17 Ord March 17” Denchester 
Guysva, Soomre, Oe ae Cross rd High Court Pet 
an 


Hocuscup, Louis, her Broughton, nr Manch 
Cigar Merchant Higher, Srou Pet Feb 16 ou 


6 

Hoecesr, Spenser Harts, Shimpling, Suffolk, General 

Keeper Colchester ‘Pet Marck'i6 Pet March 16? 
Horyer, CHartes, Green a Yorks, Builder 
~ York a ee 

OUGHTON, JAMES Henry, am, General 
Ey es noe 
UGHES, JOHN, 

_ Pet March 16 be npreng 3 a ? bei . 
unTeR, Epuuxp WILtrAM, ten Spa, Yorks, Ca! 
SawMlaker, York Pet March 16° Ord Maron  teaan 
EWELL, FLETCHER WEBSTER, Moorgate st, Company Pro. 

moter Court Pet Dec 29 Ord March 9 


Jones, F W, Eastville, Bristol, P. 

a - * T llegpn 

amr’ prey The ay tn lll Baker Leicester 

Lasiet Mare 16 Ook Maweh 16 Guildford Pet J 
Ord March i6 * ” 


Litre, Frep, Clarboro Nottingham, Farmer Li 
Pet March 16 Ord Mazch 15 tania 


McKay, Iver, Warrington cres, Maida Val ocalis 
High Court Pet March 18 Ord March 16” ¥°=st 
Mame, Sams, ee es Covent Grocer Truro Pet 


Monreay, Moca, Fertiy Glam, Colli 

; - 18 a rd March ier Pontypridd Pet 

ARSONS, Henry ately , cester 
Pet March 15 Ord March 15 a 


Peaxce, Lewis, ee Glazier W. 
: ier andsworth Pet 
Porrer, Jouy, a woe See Cub Proprietor Newcastle on 'Fyne 


Suaw, Jony, Seeman ok Brush Manufactur 
praca gfe fest =v seat 
PENCE +e 4 un! B 
, Pet March 17 Ord March 17 a dbewee 
UTOLIFFE, EDEBIOK, O) Co 
‘ Pet Maxoh is Ord Mach 18 tton Doubler Oldham 
ETRY, JosePH JOHN rt Holloway, Pianof: 
facturer High Court urt’ Pet March 3 Ora Ord March 10 
THompson, James es Cambrid g Hill, 
Schoolmaster Court Pe Sant 81 Ona Me March 16 
Clerk Cardiff Pet 


Tusner, Joun, U; pr Car ‘ands 
i March 1 15” Ord March 16 i“ man Wi: worth Pet 
HITWELL, Horace Jonny, Preston, Sussex, Lijcemsed 
__ Victualler Brighton Pet Mareh 12 Ord March 15 
Woopman, Epwarp _—¥ Bethnal Green xd, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet March 16. Ord March 15 
Amended notice substituted for a | ~traraaln in the 
London Gazette of F. 


Trxaonixe, WILLIAM — 
March 5 Ord March 15 


Uvqunart, Sak4y Exizasetu, Sorta Hill t 
Greenwich Pet Dee 15 Ord Feb 25 i oe 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 
Sewer, Rossrt, High Coniscliffe, F 
Stockton =. Tees Adjud May 30, ~~ pm} 


scorn Guisen Bune, Wit, Heex, Famer sch 
KIPPER, GEORGE saan, Wi F 
Adjud Feb 11, 1899 March 5, 1900 , 





Ali letters intended for publication in the 
“‘ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 


Subscription, PAYABLE [N ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s, WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 288. SoLicirors’ JOURNAL, 
26s.; by Post, 28s. Volwmes bound at the 
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